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FOR THE THE MAGAZINE, 


[It will be recollected that we 
published a letter some time 
since, fromthe Rev. Stephen R 
Smith, dated New Hartford, N. 
Y. Jan. 3, 1821, which was di- 
rected to the Editor of the (Bos- 
ton) Universalist Magazine, and 
which we sélected from that pa- 
per, as will be found on page 
138 of the 2nd, volume of the 
Christian Messenger. ‘The fol. 
lowing production is from the 

‘@ same pen, and was intended for 
the same paper, agreeably to 
what was promised in the letter 
alluded to above; but as the sub- 
ject matter more immediately 
concerns the Editor of this work, 


and besides, having a conveni- |, 


ent opportunity to put it imme- 
diately into his hand, it has been 
presented to us for publication. 
Being sufficiently plain, it needs 
no comment of ours ; we shall 
therefore only express our thanks 
to a worthy brother who has so 
ably defended the truth’ against 
the disengenous insinuations, as 
well as slanderous misrepresen- 
tations of an avowed enemy. | 


Address of Rev. Stephen R. Smith, 
delivered February 7th 1821, ai 
Western, Oneida, Co. N. Y. 
The object of the present in- 
terview, is the defence of the ab 


Sent, against detraction ; and the 
VOL. I, I 


}productions of a brother from 
 nisrepresentation. 

It is a fact well known, to 
‘aany respectable persons now 
present, that, on this floor the 
Rev. Mr. Brainerd of Verona, 
‘publicly declared his readiness 
to meet any Universalist, for the 
investigation of truth: And it 
is also well known, that, in a 
prompt and friendly manner, he 
| was requested to fix upon a time, 
when such investigation might 
take place. ‘This, he has never 
| done—But he has both appoint- 
ed a time, and attended the ap- 
| pointment, for the examination 
‘of the writings of the Rev. Ab- 
| ner Kneeland. 











'an effort in the selection of his 
text, to cast the odium of hav- 
ing challenged the limitarian 
‘literati on Mr. K.—an_ effort 
which was apparently designed 
for the further purpose of screen- 
| ing himself from the imputation 
of having himself challenged (or 
what was equivalent) any Uni- 
versalist to a public conference, 
in the examination of truth. 
From the circumstances which 
have led to the present “inter- 
view, I have thought myself 
abundantly authorised. to make 
use of that portion of the divine 
‘record, selected by Mr. B., con- 
‘sidering him, as I am persuaded 








On that occasion Mr. 1. made © 
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all others do, who are acquaint- 
ed with the circumstances—the 
champion, who bid defiance to 
the believers and worshippers 
of Abraham’s God. “But I come 
to thee, in the name of the Lord 
of hosts, the God of the armies 
of Israel, whom thou hast de- 
fied.” 1. Sam. 17. ch. 45. ver. 
last pt. 

The section of sacred history, 
yn the connection of which, this 
text is found, is so generally and 
universally understood, that its 
recapitulation must be needless. 
—Jtis only necessary to observe, 


that the vouth David, addressed | : a 
| tions of its diteral, and Ps. 1xxxvii. 


these words to the boasting 
champion of Gath, the  confi- 
dence of the armies of Philistia. 
—Assuming this text as expres- 
sive of the defensive attitude he 
would observe, Mr. B. proceeded 
tothe investigation of a work+ of 
Mr. K’s. in which the latter had 
defined “words which signify the 
supposed place of torment,” 
‘‘ words, which signify the nature 
of punishment, and those which 
signify the duration of punish- 
ment’—'l’o the first of these, his 


~ attention and Jabours were ex- 


clusively applied as a distinet 
particular proposed by Mr. K., 
while he made several expres- 
sions, or rather imaginary ex- 
pressions of Mr. K* the subject 
of remark. In_ explaining 
‘‘words, which signify the sup- 
posed place of torment,” which 
‘is generally called hell,” Mr. 
K.. says “ Hell is a Saxon word, 
and originally signified very near, 
if not exactly the same as the 
Greek hades, or Hebrew— 
scheol, a concealed or unseen 
place.”—-Having thus shown the 
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: + Itis not known whether he used Mr. 
K’s “ Refutation etc,” or * Lectures” 
Lectures are here used, 
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original import of the Saxox 


word hell, on the authority of 
Lord King, as quoted by Park- 
hurst, he adds -‘ Hades is sed 
upwards of fifty times in the 
Septuagint in the books of the 
Old 'Festament, fourteen times 
in the Apocrypha, and eleveu 
times in the New ‘Testament, 


tabout one third of which are 


rendered the grave, in the com- 
mon translation. Literally it is 
evidently used for the mansion 
of the dead. But figuratively it 
represents darkness or sorrow 
of the miud”—He there quotes 
Genesis xxxvii. 35. in illustra- 


13. of its figurative use; and im- 
mediately adds; ‘1 have ex- 
amined every passage in the 
Septuagint and Greek Testament 
where the word—a/ades, is used, 
and cannot find it used im any 
sense essentially different from 
the two passages, which I have 
named.” Again, hesays, ‘‘ano- 
ther word, invariably translated 
hell in the New Testament, but 
which is no where used in that 
sense, by the LX_X is—gehenna; 


which literally is the valiey of 


Hinnon,” To all this Mr. B. 
seems to have paid no other at- 
tention, than to infer, that Mr. h. 
appropriated the word hell ex- 
clusively to the grave. 

This audience, almost without 
exception, recollect perfectly 
well, that a very great portion of 
his sermon, was devoted to the 
selection of portions of scripture 
only, and avowedly introduced, 
to show that, hell signified some- 
thing more than merely the grave. 
They also remember, the affected 
and triumphantair, assumed when 
a passage was adduced, where 
hell implied suffering; which 
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seemed to say—there! behold! 
your champion prostrate! behold! 
his base effrontery, and view him 
now a vile defamer of Heaven's 
truth; and unworthy of respect or 
confidence! Nor was this confin- 
ed to the inflated features, and 
vehement gestures of the speaker; 
for more than once was the sen- 
tence thundered in your ears, 
which more than implied, that, 
Mr. K. had merely mistaken the 
truth, and which shamelessly in- 
sinuated that he was a falsifier of 
divine truth, a defamer of the 
seripture, and therefore deserving 
of marked indignity, and public 
scorn. But has Mr. hh. even inti- 
mated that hades or fil was ex- 
clusively applied to its iteral im- 
port,—the grave, or mansion of 
the dead? He certainly has not. | 





BHut has, on the contrary, most 
explicitly stated, and by the au- | 
thority of divine inspiration, both | 
illustrated and proved, that figu- 
ratively itisexpressive of ‘dark- 
ness or sorrow of the mind.” On 
what principle of investigation ! 
On what rule of interpretation of 
the sentiments and writings of 
others, has Mr. B. founded his 
conclusions, or established his in- 
ferences ?—I will venture to say, 
on none, that Mr. K., in an ex- 
change of circumstances, would 
have condescended te use. 

But what motive could inspire 
an avowed christian minister, to 
make use of terms, and to reite- 
rate those terms, which were 
calculated to impress the belief 
on every hearer that, Mr. K. 
only understood, or would have 
others understand the grave 
by the word Aell? It is fondly 
desired, that, Mr. B. may bc 
able without compunction, to 





answer this question to his God 
-~the judge of the quick and the ; 
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dead. <A candid review of Mr. 
K’s explanation of the saxon 
word hefl and the septuagint and 
New Testament use of hades, 
will evince the propriety of the 
foregoing remarks and enqui- 
ries; and will convince any candid 
mind that, if due attention had 
been given to it, no person could 
easily have mistaken either his 
expressions, or sentiments. 

Does Mr. K. then, deserve 
the odium of having mutilated 
the scriptures, where they speak 
ofa place of punishment! and 
is he to be stigmatised as a de- 
famer of the sacred Oracles?! Is 
he, on the mere ipse dixit of Mr. 
B. no longer worthy of public 
confidence’? or is his veto, to 
arrest the progress of your judg 
ments, cast an impenetrable veil 
over plain, and Well authentica- 
ted facts, and to blast forever 
germs of candid, unbiassed and 
iree inquiry ! 

As Mr. K. has founded his 
explanation, on the authority of 
Lord King, and the learned lex- 
iographer, Parkhurst; 1 will 
present the hearer, with the tes- 
timony of Dr. Campbell, that in 
the mouth of three witnesses 
every word may be established, 
and that it may be seen that, the 
definitions of Mr. Kk, are neither 
new, nor without respectable 
support. 

Dr. Campbell says ‘‘ The word 
—hades, which occurs in eleven 
places in the New Testament, 
and is rendered fell in ail, except 
one where it is translated grave, 
is quite common in classical au- 
thors and frequemtly used by the 
LX.X., in the translation o/ the 
Old Testament.—In my judg- 
ment it ought never to be ren- 
dered fell, at least in the sense 
wherein that word is more uni- 
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versally understood by christians. 
In the Old Testament the cor- 
responding word is scheol, 
which signifies the state of the 





dead in general, without regard | 


to the goodness or badness of the 
persons, their happiness or mi- 
sery. ** * * * The state is always 
represented under those figures, 
which suggest something dread- 
ful, dark and silent, about which 
the most prying eye and listen- 
ing ear, Can acquire no informa- 
tion. The term—hades is well 
adapted to express this idea * ** 
*** To this the word hell in its 
primitive signification perfectly 
corresponded. For at first it de- 
noted only what was secret or 
concealed. This word is found 
with little variation of form, and 
precisely in the same meaning in 
all the Teutoni@ dialects.” Des- 
sert, 6. pt. 2. sec. 2. 

If the sagacious mind of Mr. 
B. discovered important impro- 
prieties, inthe explanation of Mr. 
K., why did not the same pene- 
tration discover like defects, in 
the definitions of Parkhurst, and 
in the labored exposition of Dr. 
Campbell? It must therefore, 
be presumed, that, these names 
had acquired that reputation, and 
their expositions that respect, 
which screens them from the 
contaminous touch of the unhal. 
lowed hand of enmity; and 
shields them from the envenomed 
shafts of envy and revenge. 

Nor has even Mr B. faulted the 
definition of M:. K. nor is such 
an eflort the cause of these re- 
marks; they are suggested be- 
cause he restrained and mutila- 
ted his definiifions—hecause he 
did not inform the audience what 
those definitions were,—and be- 
cause his arguments, inferences 
and proofs, were calculated to 





’ 





mislead the mind, and confirm i: 
in prejudices against an expla. 
nation of which, it in fact knew 
nothing, and for this very good 
reason—the explanation was se- 
dulously concealed. 

For instance ; were I to ex. 
plain the word life to mean Lite- 
rally an union of soul and body, 
and figuratively being influenced 
by a principle of grace; and an 
individual in attempting to dis- 
prove my general sentiments, 
should argue, as an illustration 
of my weakness or my wicked- 
ness, that, I had defined fife to 
mean only ‘union of soul an¢ 
body,” while itis plain, ke would 
not effect my definition in the 
least would he not be very likely 
to impress the minds of his hear- 
ers, Who had never seen my 
statement, with unfavorable and 
improper sentiments concerning 
me. 

And supposing this individual 
should proceed to show that life, 
also meant ‘* being influenced 
by aprinciple of grace,” and in 
so doing should occasionlly let 
fall an expression strongly in- 
sinuating that I had totally 
omitted such an explanation: 
and should occasionally advert 
to my ignorance in not secing 
its propriety, or my hypocrisy 
and obstinacy in not producing, 
net only the definition but its 
abundant proof,would it not be 
morally certain that, those who 
never saw my statement would 
view me with disgust and ab- 
horrence, and the advocates for 
my views as forever silenced?— 
But in this case would my defi- 
nition be at all affected ? No! 
should I deserve the odium thus 
cast upon me? No! would my 
friends be either routed or si- 
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yuan, who should thus represent 
me or my writings * do as he 
would be done unto?”’ No ! would 
he have admitted or established 
any fact, in reicrence to the sub- 
ject, which had not been adimit- 
ted and established by me? No! 
What inducement could he then 
have thus to argue, and thus to 
apostrophise? I leave the ans- 
wer to this query, to be suggest- 
ed by an enlightened audience ! 
Thus of Mr. K’s. definition of 
hades, nothing was made by Mr. 
B. but what might have been 
entirely dispensed with, by sim- 
ply quoting the explanation of 
the former, while it must be ob- 
vious that, to have done so, 
would have left a very different 
impression, for the time, upon 
the hearer’s mind, and perhaps 
have been less gratifying to the 
mind of the speaker. 

A second particular, noticed 
by Mr. B.,is the expression of 
Myr. K.., that, ** If the doctrine 
of endless misery were a truth, 
might we not naturally sup- 

ose that, the Apostles would 

ave urged the matter in all 
their preaching, and have set it 
forth in the plainest and stron- 
sest terms. That they would 
have considered it, if not equal, 
at least next of importance to 
a belief in the Saviour, or the 
doctrine of the resurrection. In- 
stead of which, it is not to be 
met with even in an aionian 
sense, in the gospels of either 
Luke or Johns; nor in either 
of the three Epistles of John.— 
it nowhere occurs in the Epis- 
tles of Peter or James. 

‘“¢ And, what is still more re- 
markable, in all the accounts we 
have of the preaching of the 
Apostles, in the book of Acts, 

there is a silence, a total silence 
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as it respects this matier.’’-— 
This statement was fairly quot- 
ed by Mr. B.—Nor did he dt- 
rectly deny its truth and propri- 
ety. — Yet those who were not 
present at the time will be sur- 
prised to hear that, he spent con- 
siderable time in making quo- 
tations from the before named 








| books of scripture in order to 
! inferentially disprove that state- 
|| ment.—'The fall of Angeis, or 
| rather, the «Angels that sin- 
ined.”? The parable of the rich 
\mian, and the strait gate, with 
a number of other passages were 
presented—labored, illustrated, 
urged and enforced, with a fer- 
‘ver and determination, which 
‘seemed to savor strongly of an 
‘inclination, to make them mean, 
‘not only aionian punishment, but 
endless misery. These quotations 
were accompanied and inters. 
persed with occasional remarkg 
on the temerity and infatuation 
of an author, who should hazard 
'a statement, like that made by 
Mr. K.—Had Mr. K., by this 
remark, intended to deny, that 
the idea of punishment was 
found mm an aionian sense in the 
| scripture ; his case would have 
‘been immensely different. But 
ithis was not the fact. He had 
‘immediately previous shown 
what was intended by such 
terms ; a construction, which 
was virtually acceded to, and 
admitted by Mr. B., inasmuch 
as he did not dispute its propri- 
ety. Is it not surprising, my 
brethren, that, the critical re- 
marks and observations of Mr. 
K. onthe term—aonian, and his 
consequent exposition of some 
scriptures where the term 1s 
used, should be passed over with 
the most prefound and solemn 
silence: and this short para- 
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graph, which is evidently of lit- 
tle, or even no consequence to 
either party, become the subject 
of serious objection and labored 
investigation? Can it be, eith- 
er more or less, than a point to 
cover a precipitate retreat ! 
But in order that the hearer 
may be fully satisfied of the 
oorrectness of Mr. K’s. state- 
ment; he is requested to take 
his Testament, and carefully ex- 
amine the gospels of Luke and 


John, the Acts of the Apostles |} 


and the Epistles of James, Pe- 
ter and John, for the purpose of 
Anding the term everlasting or 
eternal, which correspond to the 


word aionian, as connected with 


punishment, or any other word 
conveying the idea of punish- 
ment. By this method you may 
satisfy yourselves, who has pre- 
sumed on the language and im- 
port ofdivine revalation, But 
here I shall be permitted to ob- 
serve, that in those books yeu 
will find the word eternal con- 
nected once with glory, and se- 
venteen times with life—the 
word everlasting once with habr- 
tation, once with kingdom and 
fen times with life, making in 
all thirty times, no less than 
awenty seven of which are con- 
nected with Ufe. But, here it 
may properly be observed, that 
gospel truths are not to be de- 
cided by majorities, that if pun- 
ishment is mentioned, in an aio- 
nian sense, but once in scripture, 
and that passage be proven to 
be acorrect rendering of an un- 
disputed text ; it is as plainly 
and substantially a doctrine of 
scripture, as, if repeated in eve- 
ry chapter in every book, All 
this is not only, now admitted, 
hut was fully admitted by Mr. 
K., as may be seenby recurring 








to his work. Nor is it a sub. 
ject in dispute, nor was Mr. K’s 
construction of those passages 
where such terms are used, eit};- 
er adverted to, or directly dis- 
puted by Mr. B. 

But as Mr. B. virtually dis- 
puted and attempted inferenti- 
ally to disprove the declaration, 
that punishment is not spoken 
of in an aionian sense, in the 
books of Luke, John, Acts, and 
the Epistles of Peter, James, 
and John ; these observations 
have been made, and the forego- 
ing proof adduced to show its 
correctness ; and at the same 
time, to remove or prevent mis- 
conception concerning _ those 
portions of the divine record. 

Another particular, special- 
ly noticed by Mr. B., 1s the as- 
sertion of Mr. K., that, im his 
opinion, “ all the doctrines of 
men, (embracing every senti- 
ment, tenct or denomination, ) 
which limit the grace of God to 
a part of the sinful race of man 
are but the unchaste children of 
her, who sitteth upon * a scarlet 
coloured beast &c.” 

On this passage Mr. B. re- 
marked, with no smail degree 
of acrimony, “that if Mr. K, 
was deficient in either talents or 
learning, he certainly was not 
in impudence”! And immedi- 
ately inferred that Mr. K. had 
called all the limitarian profes- 
sors ‘the unchaste children,” 
&c. and to aggravate the enor- 
mity of misconception or what 
is worse, he proceeded to enu- 
merate a list of reformers and 
eminent divines, of the limita- 
rian orders. But the expression 
is ‘doctrines of men,” not the 
believers of those doctrines, and 
the phrase, that these doctrines 
‘‘are the unchaste children,” 13 
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demonstrably correct. For if 
«‘ she, who sitteth upon a scar- 
let coloured beast, is an apostate 
church, and this opostate church 
has originated those doctrines, 
which dimit the grace of God, 
and she thereby becomes the 
‘*motier of harlots,” then, con- 
sequently her daughters are the 
‘© unchaste children’? of that 
mother, and the lineal descen- 
dents of apostacy. 

{ now proceed to show, that 
Mr. K. very carefully discrimi- 
nated between the wheat and the 
chaff, or to drop the figure, be- 
tween the believer, and his doc- 
trine; these are his words, ** Let 
no one suppose, that we have 
aught “against these deceived 
worshippers. No, we feel for 
them both pity and compassion.” 
Does this look like calling all 
limitarians, the unchaste chil- 
dren of her, who is the abomina- 
tion of the whole earth? Does 
it not rather look, like the mild 
effusions of that sweet spirit, 
which ** had compassion on the 
ignorant, and them that are out 
of the way??—But the very 
gross assertion, that, ‘if Mr. K. 
was deficient in talents or lear- 
ning, he certainly was not in im- 
pudence,”’ deserves a little at- 
tention. It was remarked in the 
hearing of Mr. B., that the ta- 
lents of Mr. K. were evidently 
such as perfectly secured him 
from the public attacks of his 
opponents, when in this country, 
and it may be added, as the 
highest offering to his merit, 
that the fact that neither his 
Writings nor his sentiments 
were publicly and expressly in- 
vestigated while he was here to 
defend them is ‘* proof positive 
as truth from holy writ,” of the 
Superiority of his talents, and 
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the full consciousness thereof in 
the mind of his quondam anta- 
gonist. In regard tu Mr. k’s 
learning, it Was also remarked 
in the hearing of Mr. B., that the 
specimens with which he had in- 
dulged us, had not yet been cal- 
led in question. In the labored 
investigation by Mr. B. not one 
word was offered on the remarks 
of Mr. K. on the noun aon or 
the adjective—aionian; and those 
on—hades were a mutilation, ra- 
ther than a dispassionate exami- 
nation, all of which, we have alrea- 
dy seen, candour would have dis- 
pensed with, by simply quoting 
Mr. K’s remarks on that word. 


And I may now add, that while. 


some have vented their disappro- 
bation and dislike in extempore 
phillippics; not a solitary advo- 
cate for partial salvation, has 
come before the public attempt- 
ing a reputation of the definitions 
and critical remarks of Mr. K., in 
the character of author, examin- 
er or sermoniser.—As to the im- 
pudence of M. K.., a part of this 
audience has enjoyed the invalu- 
able privilege, of contrasting it 
with the extreme modesty of Mr. 
B. But was it impudence to 
say ‘‘ it is believed the doctrines 
of men, which limit the grace of 
God, are the unchaste children.” 
&c. what then must it be, to 
charge a respectable portion of 
christian community who believe 
in the universality of grace and 
salvation, with perversely defa- 
ming the truth of God, and guile- 
fully misrepresenting the sacred 
record of bis will, denying them 
the humble merit of sincerity, aud 
denouncing them as the proiane, 
the vicious, the profligate, and 
the depraved enemies of God and 
men! Is it modesty? Is it hu- 
mility? Is it that charity that, 
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‘‘ vaunteth not itself, is not easi- 


ly provoked, and which never 
faileth?” 


But I forbear the multiplica- | 
tion of queries, the answers to 


which, i shoiild prefer to have 


you give ; and only add, that I 


have now attended the examina: | 


tion of the particular parts of 
M. B’s. sermon;—that I have 
shown the inutility or impropri- 
ety of his statements and argu- 
ments on each particular —and 
have more fully shown the 
propricty of Mr. K’s statement ; 
and the subject is now submitted 
to your serious and impartial con- 
sideration. The subject is in it- 
self highly important, as it con- 
cerns the truth or falshood of the 
preaching of different persons, of 
different opinions. ‘he senti- 
ments of Mr. B. and Mr, K. can- 
not both be true—either God is 
universally good, or he is not,— 
and the arguments of Mr. K and 
Mr. B. have now at different 
times been laid before you, and 
it has been the principal object | 
of this discussion to vindicate 
those of Mr. K. from aspersion 
and misrepresentaticn. 
Ifow far Ihave succeeded, you 
must now feel, and God in due 
time will manifest. ‘To his bles- 
cing, the subject with this assem- 
bly and all men are humbly com- 
mended ; and to him be glory in 
the highest for evermore. Amen. 


Amiel 


| PRESBYTERIAN MAGAZINE, 
Vor.1, No.9, SEPTEMBER 1821. | 

On the durution of future pun- 
ishment. 

(Continued from page 19.) 

“5. Another class of texts is ad- 
duced in support of the doctrine 
of Universalism, because they es- 

tablish the wnlimited subjection of 


72 Address of the Rev. Stephen R. Smith. 


‘all things in the created universe, ig 


| the Mediator, previously to his resig- 


nation of his dele egatcd CHP Ue 
/The texts alledged are, Ps. viii, 
3, 6, Heb. ii. 649, Rev. v. XIli, 
and 1 Cor. xv. 24—2y. The doc- 
trine taught in these texts merits 
particular aitention. As tie same 


these passages of scripiure, the 
examination of one of them will 
suffice. We shall select the last 
which our opponents have consid. 
ered as furnishing a Herculean 
argument in their favour. To use 
ithe words of one of their chaim- 
pions, this text is ‘‘ decisive of 
itself, were there no other text in 
the Bible of likeimport.” “ Then 
cometh the end, when he shal! 
have delivered up the kingdom to 
God, even the Fatner ; when he 
shall have put down all rule, and 

all authority and power. For he 
must reign, till he hath put all ene: 
mies under his feet. The last 
‘enemy that shall be destroyed is 
}death. For he shall jrut all things 
‘under his feet. But when he saith 
all things are put under him, itis 
/maniiest, that he is excepted which 
did put all things under him. And 
‘when all thivgs shall be subdued 
unto him, then shall the Son also 
himself be subject unto him, that 
put all things under him, that God 
may be all in all.” 


We would not assert here, 
with Dr. Wylie, - ‘‘ that the medi- 
atory empire embraces ever) ex 
istance in the created universe; 
yet, its embracing every exis- 
tance would not harm the text as 
it respects Universalism: but 
believing that Jesus Christ is the 
rs mediator between God and 
men,” our subject of imquiry 
seems to be limited to the human 
species, and altho’ evil principles 
are, by personification, often re: 
presented as enemies, yet thes¢ 











also may all be traced to mah. 


principle pervades the whole of 
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In our remarks on this subject 
we shall pass over much of what 
the doctor has written under this 
article, not because we are per- 
fectly satistied with it, but be- 
cause we can come to the conclu- 
sion respecting the main point at 
issue, ina much nearer way ; and 
although much of the language 
which represents the process of 
the mission of Christ in subdu- 
ing, humbling and reconciling 
all things unto himself is borrow- 
ed from language applied to 
earthly monarchs, or the lan- 
guage of power, which in imper- 
fect beings may be abused, or 
used tyranically, yet power, al- 
though extended to an infinite 
degree, which it is directed by 
infinite wisdom and love, is per- 
fectly harmless: for whatever 
such power may do, we may rest 
assured that it will not do any 
thing unworthy of him who is 
good unto all and whose tender 
mercies are over all his works. 

After labouring through more 
than three pages, Dr. W. comes 
to the following conclusion, which 
we quote with peculiar satisfac- 
tion. 

“When all the purposes for which 
this delegated kingdom was con- 
ferred upon the Mediator, shall 
have been accomplished—when all 
the displays ot his grace in saving 
sinners shall have been made— 
when the whole economy of sal- 
vation, in converting, feeding, de- 
fending, invigorating and sanctify- 
ing the elect shall have been de- 
veloped—when all establishments 
on earth, hostile to Mesiah’s king- 
dom, shall have been put down— 
when all the purposes of his dele- 
gated governmental authority shall 
have been fulfilled ; and, in a word, 
when the whole system of grace 
and redemption shall have been 
wound up, and no enemy shall re- 
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main, whoni God in the appoint- 
ment of a Mediator ever intended, 
to reconcile ; then, we say, as all 
the purposes of this mediatory 
empire shall have been completely 
realized, the delegated empire con- 
ferred on the Son shall be deliver- 
ed upto the Father. Then, all 
these subjugatory and reconciling 
functions shall be discontinued, 
shall cease tor ever.” 


Here the doctor’s conclusion 
brings the matter at issue in full 
view. It wholly depends on the 
word elect, and the words ‘‘ whom 
Godever intended to reconcile !” 
Let him put the word church, 
instead of e/ect, and we have no 
objection: for “ Christ also lov- 
ed the church and gave himself 
for it, that he might sanctify and 
cleans it, &c. See Eph. v.25.— 
27. Now, although the word 
church is equivocal, and may be 
used in a very limited sense, yet 
it may also be extended to all 
whom Jesus loved, and all for 
whom he gave himself a ransom; 
but the word elect, as we believe, 
is never so extended. The elect 
are a kind of first fruits unto ho- 
liness, the first fruits of God’s 
creatures, who were elected not 
exclusively for their own benefit 
but also for the benefit of the 
non-elect. ‘The church of Christ, 
therefore, as we conceive, may be 
said to embrace all that God 
‘‘ ever intended to reconcile.” 
This, then, is the point on which 
the whole argument must finally 
turn. Let Dr. W. only prove 
that God never intended to re- 
concile all things unto himself 
and there will be no occasion of 
his proving any thing else, for the 
point is gained at once. But this 
he cannot prove, and it is really 
surprising that he should assert 
any thing that even implies it. 
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“6. Another text has been ad- 


duced by a modern writer in his 


With 


Treatise on the Atonement. 


great self-complaceticy, in page 


182, he proceeds to tell us, “If 
my opponent can tell me, how Je- 
sus will finish transgression and 
make anend of sin, and yet sin and 
transgression continue as long as 
God exists, he will puzzle me 
more than all his objections have 
been able todo.” We shall try to 
puzzle this brave knight errant, by 
telling him, not how Jesus could 
finish, but how he has finished 
transgression, and made an exd of 
sin, and yet sin and transgression 
shall continue as long as God ex- 
ists.” 


4 

Under this article Dr. W. has 
written more than two pages, in- 
terspersed with Greek, Hebrew, 
and even Arabic. This indeed, 
makes such a show of learning 
that the eyes of his readers may, 
and undoubtedly will be dazzl’d 
with the various characters used 
in printing, whether their under- 
standings are much enlightened 
ornot. Hebrew and Greek quo- 
tations are certainly admissible, 
(they bemg the languages in 
which the scriptures were origi- 
nally written,) whenever they are 
thought necessary tu be appealed 
to in vindication of the truth; 
but one would think that the 
sprawling characters of Arabic, 
might be dispensed with, in writ- 
ing on theology, unless it be 
contended that the Arabic is 
more ancient than the Hebrew. 
Ofthis however we donot pretend 
to be competent to judge, nor do 
we conceive it to be of much 
consequence, since all scripture 
terms, to which much importance 
can be attached in point of doc- 
trine, are used so frequently that 


their meaning can be pretty | 
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easily ascertained by referring to 
the scripture themselves. 

Now, after all, how does Dr. 
W. mokes out that “sin and 
transgression shall continue as 
long as God exists?’ Why, by 
endeavouring to prove that not- 
withstanding sin shall be rvs- 
trained, (which he would substi. 
tute for finished,) and “ in due 
time destroyed in all who believe 
on him,” (Christ,) yet, in those 
‘‘ whom God in the appointment 
of mediator never intended to re- 
concile,” sin will continue as 
long as God exists! Let the 
doctor find such, and we grant 
his premises*which would ren- 
der his conclusion just: but 
which, at the same time, would 
render God (at least in our view) 
the very worst of all beings. 

Only look at the idea. God 
created man with acertain know- 
ledge that he would fall into sin, 
and consequently, all mankind 
(having lost communion with 
God) would be unreconciled to 
their Maker. Hencehe appoint. 
eda Mediator; for what? ‘ To 
reconcile all things unto himself;” 
(Col. i. 20.) yet, after all, there 
were but few “ whom God in the 
appointment of Mediator ever 
intended to reconcile! From 
such theology, good Lord, deli- 
ver us! ! 

Whether the Doctor substi- 
tutes restrain confine, prohibit, 
seperate, &c. or either of them 
for finish, it will make no mate- 
rial difference, as he admits that 
‘¢ sin is in due time destroyed in 
all who believe” ifsin therefore 
can be destroyed in one, in whom 
it ever existed, it may be in 
another; for the truth itself 
must, as we conceive, have 4 
great an effect in all, eventually, 
as the belief of the truth bas 
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now or ever can have in the be- 
liever. If therefore, in due time 
‘sin is destroyed in all who be- 
lieve;” sin, in due time will also 
be destroyed in all who come 
to the knowledge of the truth. 
“'To finish transgression and 
make an endof sins.” In regard 
to the word end Dr. W. says, 
“We shall admit it to signify 


the ending or termination of a: 


tuing inthe fullest latitude.” But 
in regard to the word rendered 
sis, in the passage, he contends 
tuat it may be put for “ the sacri- 
lice of expiation;” to which we 
do not object. ‘ For he (God) 
hath made him (Christ) siz for 
us &c.” (2. Cor. v. 21.) where 
ihe Apostle may perhaps mean a 
stn offering Which was made for 
ns through him who knew no 
sin. But when we read, ** Now 
once in the end of the world hath 
he appeared to put away sin by 
the sacrifice of himself,’’ surely 
the sacrifice, and the sin put 
away by that sacrifice, cannot 
meanthe same thing. Dr. W. 
may put his own construction on 
the words, fo put away sin; all 
that we contend for, is, that 
whatever it means to any one, it 
means to every one; since he 
(Christ) by the grace of God 
tasted death vwep wavros forall. 
(Heb. ii.9.) If there was an end 
made to sacrifices or sin-offer- 
ings, it must be because there 
was 10 more occasion for them ; 
hence thesins of those for whom 
he tasted death were virtually 
or ceremonially put away at 
that time. But it was the sin 
of the world that was thus vir- 
tually taken away, since Jesus is 
the Lamb of God who taketh 
away the sin of the world. 
(John i. 29.) Now if the sin of 
the world can betaken away, and 
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yet remain as long as God ex- 
ists, then Dr. W. argues consis- 
tently, otherwise, not. Yet he 
says in his closing remarks. 

‘‘We trust, naw, we have made it 
abundantly evident to the attentive 
reader, that there is no inconsist- 
ency hetween our Lord’s finishing 
transgression, and making an end 
of sin; and yet sin and transgres- 
sion continuing as long as God 
exists.” 

If the reader can see any con- 
sistency in this, he can see what 
we cannot; for, in our opinion 
a greater contradiction and so- 
lecism could not have been stat- 
ed by words. There is no occa- 
sion of saying any. thing to re- 
fute such glaring absurdities, 
because they refute themselves ; 
and if our readers are not fully 
convinced of this, we would refer 
them to the laboured arguments 
of Dr. W. on this subject ; and 
surely the Doctor ought not to 
blame us, or think hard of us, 
if we refer our readers to his own 
arguments as the best proof of 
their weakness and fallacy. 


CHRISTIAN REPOSITORY, VOL. ii. 
No.2. SEPTEMBER, 1821. 


In this number of the Chris- 
tian Repository, (which we have 
just received, ) there are two let- 
ters addressed to the Editor of 
the Christian Messenger, sign- 
ed “ Hyram,” to which we are 
disposed to pay some attention, 
The first seems to be a matter 
of complaint, the nature of 
which will be perceived by the 
following remarks which we of- 
fer as a reply. 

We have no disposition to pre- 
vent any one from enjoying his 


own opinion free and unmolest- ~~ 


ed; and if we should ever be 
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disposed to call the consistency 
of that opinion in question (when 
it appears to us to be inconsis- 
tent) it would be doing exactly 
as we would wish to be done by : 
and if our sentiments have ever 
been introduced into the desks 
of cur brethren “ who entertain 
different opinions,” it is a cir- 
cumstance that we never should 
complain of should the same pri- 
viiege be exercised by them ; but 
cousider that they have an un- 
coutted right so to do. And if 
our particular views have been 
preacved, and urged with ardour 
(vot to say “ vehemence !’’) at the 
(> -eral Convention, have not 
oil.crs the same privilege? Was 
every a brother found fault with 
‘vy our order, for preaching 
what he sincerely believes at the 
General Convention? Certain- 
ly not. This so far as our 
knowledge extends, has ever 
been considered the uniform 
privilege of Universalists. The 


same will apply to writing, with- 


out afiording the least occasion 
for complaint. And if Hyram 
had writteu as many volumes as 
he did pages in support of his 
own views, or in trying to show 
that ours are incorrect, no com- 
plaint would have been made. 
Our complaint was of an entire 
different nature; but having 
once stated it, we are not dispo- 
sed to repeatit. (See christian 
Messenger vol. ii. page 52.) If 
Hyram had quoted any thing 
from either of the “ volumes of 
Lectures issued from Boston 


and Philadelphia,” of which he | 


speaks, or from any other book 
written by either of the authors 
of those Lectures, and had 
shown it to be incorrect, so far 
froin finding fault, it would have 
been esteemed as a favour. 








In the second letter Hyram 
has endeavoured “to exhibit 
some proof of the doctrine of fu- 
ture punishment or misery,” 
Hyram, however, seems to 
think ** the proof should lie on 
the other hand.” If so, we will 
give him, as proof, the total si- 
lence of the law of God on this 
subject. Unless, therefore, Hy- 
ram thinks that the sinner will 
be tried and condemed by a law 
which has not been revealed to 
man, he must find a law which 
requires such pnnishment or 
else it is in vain to pretend that 
God will inflict it. If the scrip- 
tures prove the restitution of all 
things, then, although they do 
not say that no one shall be 
endlessly miserable yet this 
must be inferred from the res. 
titution of all things ; even so, 
if the scriptures say that, in the 
resurrection * they neither mar. 
ry nor are given in marriage, 
neither can they die any more, 
for they are equal to angels, and 
are children of God, being chil- 
dren of the resurrection;’’ (Luke 
xx, 36.) then whatever punish- 
mentor misery may be inflicted 
after death, must be previous to 
the resurrection. And if the 
dead know nothing, as the scrip- 
tures assert, (Eccl. ix. 5.) where 
there is no knowledge there can 
be neither happiness nor misery: 
It is not pretended that death 
will produce any change in mai 
for the better ; but the resurrec-, 
tion may effect that whieh can- 
not be effected by death. 

Hyram seems to calculate 
on punishment as something 
due toa crime whether, any 
desired object is to be effected 
by it or not. The moment itis 
out of the power of a man fe 








commit crimes, that moment 
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punishment is no longer useful | 
to him, and of course no longer 
just. Physical or natural death 
is no punishment to any man, 
neither was it ever designed as 





punishment, whatever it may be 
termed, it only puts it out of the 
power of man to commit crimes 5 
and it as much puts him beyond 
the possibility of receiving pun- 
ishment as it prevents him from 
committing crimes; we speak 
now in relation only to the laws 
of mans; andif crimes can be 
committed, or punishment in- 
fiicted after death, this is the 
point at issue, and remains for 
pur opponents to prove. 

The punishment due to sin, 
as we conceive, is not dealt out 
by weight or measure, that is, 
hy the weight of affliction, or 
by the measure of its duration, 
but is dealt out as long as it is 
necessary to answer any valua- 
ble purpose, and no longer ; that 
is, until the sinner is saved from 
a disposition to commit sin, or 
else placed beyond the power of 
committing it. But Hyram asks 
whether we shall * build an im- 
portant doctrine on the silence 
of scripture.”? We answer, No! 
What we believe the scripture 
makes plain and evident; the 
silence of scripture only relates 
to what we disbelieve, and this, 
to us, is good reason for not be- 
dieving it. 

** But,” says Hyram, “ we 
are not willing to admit, that 
the sacred penmen are silent up- 
en this subject.”? Well, then, let 
us have the law and the testi- 
mony ; for, it will be recollect- 
ed, that, “* if they speak not ac- 
cording to this word, it is be- 
cause there is no light in them.” 
Isa, viii. 20. 

The first passage that Hyram 


« 








Va 


adduces in support of his views, 
is found in the sixteenth chap- 
ter of Ezekiel. ** In this chap- 
ter,” he says, ** we havea pro- 
mise that Sodom shall be restor- 
ed?) Now, what of all this? Is 
this a matter of dispute ; wheth- 
ey Sodom shall be restored or 
not? (Not with Hyram, what- 
ever it may be with others.) 
—But, since the scriptures 
declare that “the dead know 
néthing, how does the fact that 
Sodom shall be restored to her 
former estate, prove that the 
Sodomites were punished after 
they were dead? Hyram an- 
ticipates this objection, and 
says. ‘* We do not feel dispos- 
ed to enter largely into this ab- 
struse and metaphysical ques- 
tion. Suflice ittosay, however 
plausible it may appear, how- 
ever consistant it may be with 
speculative philosophy, it cannot 
be reconciled with the language 
of scripture, without taking un- 
warranted latitude in explaining 
the sacred testimony.”? Was 
Hyram aware, that in this, he 
accuses the learned Dr. Price, 
(who believed the soul to be im- 
material, ) as well as the equally 
learned Dr. Prestiy, (who held 
to its materiallity) ** of taking 
unwarranted latitude in explain- ~ 
ing the sacred testimony ‘” For 
Dr. Price, who differed from Dr. 
Priestly in one respect, agreed 
with him in this, viz. that the 
soul, whatever it be, would re- 
main in an unconscious state 
till the resurrection. Perhaps 
it would do Hyram no harm to 
read the controversy between 
Dr. Price and Dr. Priestly on 
this subject. It is admitted, 
however that man, though dead 
is alive to God, “for all live 
ante him,” but it no more fol- 
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lows that the soul is in a con- 
scious state in death, because 
he is capable of being raised 
from the dead, then it follows 
that the soul is in a conscious 
state in a swoon, in a sound 
sleep, or when a person is ap- 
perently drowned, in all of 
which cases we have not the 
least evidence of any conscious- 
ness Of the soul. Man, who is 
only able to kill the body, has 
no power to prevent a future life 
and therefore he cannot kill the 
soul any otherwise than this is 
done by killing the body; but 
God, who created man, is able 
to destroy both sou! and body ; 
that is, he is able to destroy man 
in every sense in which man ex- 
ists. But all this does not 
prove any punishment after 
death ;for if God should destroy 
‘* both soul and body in Gehen- 
za,” What reason have we to be- 
lieve that he would not destroy 
the soul at the same time he 
destroyed the body! How then 
is the soul to be punished after 
death when it is destroyed with 
the body? (See No. 1. p. 25.) 
But Hyram says, * At the re- 
surrection God will quicken our 
mortal bodies, as well as call our 
souls into consciousness.” Very 
good, Christ did not say that 
God would destroy either soul 
or body, but only that he isable 
to do 2é; and let any one exam- 
ine the subject and it will be 
perceived that this was said to 
inspire his disciples with the 
utmost cofidence in the goodness 
of God. (See Mat. x. 16—31.) 

Hyram says, ** This passage 
not only proves the seperate ex- 
istance of the soul, but is a good 
argument in favour of future 
punishment.” How is it possi- 
ble that a passage of scripture 








should prove that which it says 
nothing about? Does Christ 
speak of the seperate existance 
of the soul ? “‘ Certainly not. But 
they are mentioned together, and 
as being destroyed together. Aud 
in a parrallel text (Lake xii. 5.) 
Christ says, “fear him, wiv, af- 
ter he hath killed, hath »ower to 
cast into Gehenna; bui does he 
speak of the soul, or the body, 
or both that is to be cast imto 
Gehenna? Probably he nieans 
both soul and body as in Mat- 
thew ; but certainly he does not 
speak of the seperate existance 
of the soul, neither does he speak 
of a punishment after death un- 
less the destruction of the soul 
with the body can be consider. 
ed a punishment after death,— 
Death takes away all conscious- 
nes of existence, and therefore 
the destruction of the soul after 
death, even were such a thing 
possible, would be no punish. 
ment. And it is evident, as has 
been observed, that Christ did 
not suggest the idea as a punish- 
ment. 

As it respects the passage im 
Ezekiel, which we have already 
named, we would refer Hyram to 
the writings of Damon, with the 
replies to his writings, as pub- 
lished in the Boston Universalist 
Magazine, Vol. ii. Nos. 34, 3 
and 40; and republished in the 
Christian Messenger, Vol. 4. 
pages 138, 139,157. As most 
of our readers have the privilege 
of examining what is there writ- 
ten, and, to say the most, the pas- 
sage gives no support to the idea 
of suffering or punishment after 
death, we shall not repeat them 
here. 

“The account of Christs 
preaching to the ‘spirits in pr 


son,” says Hyram, “ is a powel 
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ful argument in favour of a sep- 
urateggate and of future punish- 
ment. But why does he not tell 
usin what the argument con- 
sists 2? Why, forsooth, as he says, 
“[ trust the Editor of the Re- 
pository will discuss this text, l 
cheerfully submit the matter to 


him, believing that he will han- | 
die the subject in an abler man- | 


ner than Iamcapable of doing.” 
So then, we must wait till we re- 
ceive this able discussion. ‘‘ Ma- 
ny other passages,” he says, 
“might be cited, to show that 
nien may be present with the Lord 
when absent from the body, or 
thut their souls may exist in @ 
separate state ; but it is consid- 
ered unnecessary.” Now sup- 
pong all this should be admit- 
t-|, does it necessarily follow 
t. at this is a state of conscious- 
ness? Why may it not be as well 
supposed to be a state of uncon- 
scious sleep! There is nothing in 
the testimony but what can be re- 
conciled witi: this idea as well as 
the other. Until, therefore, this 
a state of conscious- 
ness 18 proved from scripture, 
(for to prove such a state from 
reason is impossible) any argu- 
ments predicated upon such a 
state are inadmissible. Yet, if 
there were such astate. why must 
the Sodomites ‘ be in a state of 
misery till their restoration ?” If 
there is any thing in the Bible 
that declares this, where is it? 
But on our supposition, all that 
the Sodomites lost by being cut 
oifas they were for their sins, is 
lost tothem for ever; while on 
the other hand they have gained 
nothing. Does Hyram believe 
tiat the preservation of Lot was 
no favour to him, more than what 
it would have been to have been 
cut off with the Sedomites, ad- 











mitting that neither the one nor 
the others wouid have experienc- 
ed any thing more till the resur- 
rection’? If not, his argument re- 
specting his being left in this 
‘‘state of trouble and sin,” when 
he might have been instantly and 
perfectly happy if taken away,” 
is too puerile to be mentioned ; 
but it is left to have its full weight 
as there is no occasion for an ab- 
swer. Such arguments always 
refute themselves, as they carry 
no conviction with them except- 
ing that there is something want- 
ing in the person who uses them. 
As it respects “the day of 
judgment” when Capernaum is 
to be judged, &c. if Hyram will 
examine the original. he will per- 
ceive that it should read “* a day 
of judgment,” not ‘‘ the day, &c,” 
(See Im. Ver. & Wakefield, and 
there is not the least intimation 
that this day of judgment should 
be in another world. It only 
implies that the case of Caper- 
naum should be worse than that 
of Sodom. Compare Mait. x. 
15, with xi. 23. The judgment 
aliuded to was when Capernaum, 
which had been exalted unto 
heaven was brought down te 
hades, or hell; where hades is 
put, by way of antithesis, in op- 
position to that heaven to which 
Capernaum had been exalted. 
The difficulty in reconciling 
these things seems to consist 
more in not being sufficiently 
acquainted with the language of 
scripture which often speaks of 
things past as yet present or fu- 
ture, and things future as present 
or already past, and even “things 
that are not as though they were,” 
(Rom. iv, 17,) than in any real 
difficulty which exists in the 
things themselves. Peter also 
(2 Pet, ii. 9.) only speaks of a 
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day, (not the day) of judgment ; 
that is, any day when the wicked 
may he punished for their sins. 
That God reserved the old world, 
Sodom, Capernaum, Jerusalem, 
as well as many other cities toa 
day of judgment we have no 
doubt ; and all these cities have 
been set forth as examples to 
those who should afterwards live 
ungodly. 

Hyram states some things 
which we do not pretend to un- 
derstand. He says, “If your 
material system be false, (as we 
think has been proved)+ future 
punishment {follows as a natural 
consequence from your exposi- 
tiono f Ezekiel.”§ This is some- 
thing we do not understand. 
‘‘ And if your views be correct, 
relative to an intermediate state, 
future punishment is equally cer- 
tain, being predicated on the tes- 
timony of Christ and his apos- 
tles.”’ Now, if bold assertions 
were good argument, this would 
do very well; but we have been 
searching for this evidence, and 
have not been able to find it. 

But [{lyram triumphantly asks, 
“Js not this evidence sufiicient 
to prove future punishment, 
especially when you consider, 
that you have not a text to sup- 
port your scheme? We admit 
that there is no text which says 
that there is no future punish- 
ment. It was not necessary to 
deny the fact until some one 
should contend for it, which, as 


we conceive, none had thought of 


doing during the long period in 


which the scriptures were writ- 
TCL oe. a 





+ Weask by whom ,and where ?---cer- 
tainly we have not seen any argument a- 
gainst it, neither do we see how materiali- 
ty, or immateriality has any thing to do 


with the question before us. 


§ The Editor’s Lectures are referred to 


By Hyram, pase 53. 








ten. Nevertheless, we have 
more than one text to Ppport 
our scheme ; for our scheme is 
simply this. ‘‘ The wages of 
sin is death”’—*‘ he that soweth 
to the flesh shall of the flesh 
reap  corruption”—‘“‘the dead 
know nothing”—‘“ the dead can- 
not praise God, neither they that 
go down to the pit”’—there shall 
be a resurrection of the dead, 
both of the just and of the un- 
just”—* those who shall be found 
worthy to obtain that world and 
the resurrection of the dead can. 
not die any more, for they are 
children of God, being children 
of the resurrection.” This is, in 
short, the whole of our scheme, 
and we leave it for Hyram and 
the public to judge whether it is 
predicated on the scriptures or 
not. 

Another writer, “‘ Philo,’ was 
mentioned with “* Hyram ;” and 
as he has appeared again in the 
“ Repository,” he may expect to 
be noticed. Wecan only say of 
him, that he begins. and ends 
with wonder ! without ybringing 
forward asingle argument in sup- 
port of his own views, or to dis- 
prove the views of those whom 
he opposes. [It is right, there- 
fore, that he should be left to his 
own reflections until he can think 
of something more definite to 
predicate an argument upon.— 
He says, ‘‘When this scheme 
(the scheme he opposes) is car- 
ried to its full extent, we shall 
then have Deism and Christianity 
in perfect coincidence, and all 
the doctrines of the Bible will 
be found to havea relation only 
to this state of existence !” 

It is an easy matter to sound 
the ¢ocsin of alarm ! to cry out 
religion is in danger ! and to e- 
deavour to put down what we 
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would wish to oppose by heap- 
ing upon it approbrious epithets! 
Butthis has been so long the 
watch word of the abettors of 
endless misery, We are sorry to 
see it adopted by any one who 
professes to believe in the doc- 
trine of Uuiversal grace. But 
what is there, after all, in ra- 


tional Deism that will not per- 


fectly coincide with rational 
Christianity { The Deist_ be- 
lieves in one living and true 
(od; dees the rational Chris- 
tian believe in more than one, or 
does he deny the existence of 
that one? certainly not. The 
Heist believes iu a general and 
universal Providence; does the 
Christian deny this? certainly 
not. Thus far then, we iiave, 
even now, ** Deism and Christi- 
anity in perfect coincidence.” 
But as for Christianity’s ever 
denying the doctrine of the re- 
surrection and a future state, it 
is utterly impossible, for the 
moment it does this, it will 
cease to be Christianity. 
Letter te the Rey. Mr, Taylor. 

[The following letter was ad- 
dressed to the Jtev. Mr. ‘Taylor, 
of Newhaven, Conn., Pastor of 
one of the Presbyterian churches 
im that place. ‘The christian name 
of Mr. Taylor is not known by me; 
but it was thought that the person 
was sufficiently designated, and, 
being sent by mail, it is presumed 
that the letter did not miscarry.— 
flaving waited a sufficient time, 
and not having received any reply, 
we now lay the letter before the 
public as a candid and solemn ap- 
peal to the good sense of com- 
munity, whether such species of 
conduct as is complained of in the 
letter is justifiable or not: and 
from the decision of this tribunal 
we shall make no appeal, A, K.] 








Newtown, Sept. ist, 8121. 
Rev. and dear Sir, 

The only apology which I 
deem necessary for the following 
letter, is, that a sense of justice 
due to myself, and to the cause 
of truth in which I am engaged, 
renders it (in my humble opin- 
ion) both necessary and expedi- 
ent, That there is a mutual de- 
oree of respect due to each and 
every professed minister of the 
gospel, who isacknowledged and 
recognized as such by the chur- 
ches and regularly constituted 
authorities of the denomination 
to which he belongs, is a truth so 
obvious, that but few will call it 
in question ; and the observance 
of which is so necessary to the 
peace and happiness of society, 
that but few, very few, will be 
found who can find it in their 
conscience, (on due reflection, 
however they may feel at the mo- 
ment) to justify a manifest de- 
parture from this christian spi- 
rit, and christian charity ; which, 
for the good of the whole, should 
not be withheld from any. Pos- 
sessing these views, therefore, 
you cannot think it strange that 
my feelings were rather hurt at 
your leaving the church so ab- 
ruptly, last Friday evening, in 
which I had the pleasure and 
privilege of speaking ; and, as 
was understood, on the express 
condition that you should be per- 
mitted to reply if you saw fit; 
which privilege you thought pro- 
per to exercise, and did exércise, 
until you had consumed nearly 
as much time as had been con- 
sumed in the discourse. All of 
which was patietly listened to by 
myself and the numerous audi- 
ence which attended ; not the 
least exception was taken at any 
of your remarks, although some 
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of them were very pointing, 
and were apparently delivered 
in a spirit altogether incompa- 
tible with the spirit of him who 
had ‘¢ compassion on the igno- 
norant and those out of the way.” 
A privilege only was claimed, 
which undoubtedly was expect- 
ed, of replying to a few of your 
observations, which the audience 
generally, notwithstanding the 
lateness of the evening, seemed 
disposed to lear; and especially 
as | pledged myself to detain 
them but afew moments. And 
§ was nearly through with what I 


had proposed to say, when you 


abruptly left the desk ; and you 
had not more than reached your 
pew where you had been sitting 
when I finished my remarks! But 
this did not stop you. As though 
you were determined to throw the 
meeting into confusion if possi- 
ble, you left the house; calcu- 
lating no doubt, as you might 
well calculate, that your particu- 
lar friends, and all who could be 
thus influenced, would follow 
your example. But I was hap- 
py to perceive that your influence 
in this respect was comparatively 
small: the good sense of a large 
majority of the audience dictated 
a contrary course; and the little 
confusion which was thus created 
soon subsided, and by far a great- 
er proportion of the audience, 
yea, all who remained, were per- 
ceived to be listening with de- 
vout attention to the cencluding 
prayer. 


Such conduct, my dear sir, 
certainly needs explanation; and 
how you can reconcile it with 
christian principles, is not at 
present perceived. | 


There were other parts of your 
conduct very exceptionable, in 


my opinion, but which would 
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have been passed over unnoticed 
by me, (any farther than what 
was noticed on the spot) had it 
not been for what is named above. 
I had certainly a right to expect, 
that, if you said any thing, you 
would have endeavoured to point 
out some error in my discourse; 
but instead of which, you admit- 
ted, as you were obliged to ad- 
mit, the most essential parts of 
it, viz. that the gospel was good 
tidings to all men, and was to be 
preached to every creature; but 
seemed to think that these things 
ought not to have been stated in 
such broad and unqualfied terms 
as had been done in the sermon. 
You admitted that Christ was as 
much the propitiation for the sins 
of the whole world as he was for 
the sins of the apostles them- 
selves, and therefore his being 
the propitiation, made the salva- 
tion of the whole world equally 
as certain as it made the salva- 
tion of the apostles ; but, at the. 
same time, you denied this as he- 
ing certain proof of the salvation 
of the apostles themselves: and 
yet you did not tell us on what 
the salvation of the apostles final- 
ly turned. This, I conceive, you 
ought to have done, since you 
denied the truth of my position. 

But the arguments which | 
had advanced were left untouch- 

ed, viz. 1. That the gospel 
was good news to ali. 2. That 

these good tidings were founded 

on a pre-existing fact which 

was true,independent of the be- 

lief or unbelief of the creature. 

3. That the truth of the gospel, 

like the good Samaritan, comes 

to the very circumstance of every 

creature: and 4. That this truth 

is, that God hath given unto 0s 

eternal life, and this life is in bis 

Son; these, and many other at 

guments advanced in the dit 
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course, you never attempted to 
answer ata!l. Butinstead there- 
of, you took from your pocket a 
written production, which you 
had prepared at home, (and there- 
tore could not have been design- 
ed as an answer to the discourse) 
in which you had collected to- 
ether all the awful denuncia- 
tions of God against the wicked, 
(some of which you quoted cor- 
rectly, and others not,{) together 
with some comments of your 
own, which you read to the audi- 
ence. ut did you prove, or at- 
tempt to prove, that any of these 
judgments would take place in a 
future world when this mortal 
shall have put on immortality ! 
No, sir, you did not. But at the 
close of your remarks, you ob- 
served, that there was not a sin- 
gle text in all the Bible (when 
rightly construed) in favour of 
universal salvation; except one, 
which you acknowledged to be 
in its favonr; viz. Gen. iii. 4. 
“‘ And the serpent said unto the 
woman, ye shall not surely die!” 
Now, my dear sir, permit me 

to ask how you can reconcile, 
all this to your own conscience, 
either as a gentleman or a Chris- 
tian? Can you persuade yourself 
to believe that the promise of 
God to Abraham, that in his seed 
all the families of the earth should 
be blessed ; that the testimony of 
Christ, that he came not to con- 
demn the world, but to save the 
world; that the testimony of the 
apostle, that God will have all 
men to be saved, and that in 
Christ all shall be made alive; I 





+ You quoted Matt. xii. $2. “ Neither in 
this life, neither in the life to come;” and 
several others equally erroneous. You un- 
doubtedly think that this is the meaning of 
the passage, but this remains to be proved. 








say, can you satisfy yourself that 
all this and much more of a sis 
milar impurt, which might be 
mentioned, is not in favour of the 
truth of the subjects of which 
they treat? And if all are made 
alive in Christ, what can any 
want more? And was you can- 
did, sir, when you quoted the 
words of the serpent as being in 
favour of universal sulvation? If 
the serpent had said, ye shall tn- 
deed die, but God doth also know 
that in the seed of the woman 
(who shall bruise my head) ye 
shall also be made alive; this, we 
admit, would have been univer- 
sal salvation: but then, (if he had 
said this, and had continued in 
the same doctrine) so far from 
being a liar, and a deceiver, he 
would have abode in the truth? 
But so far from this, the serpent 
absolutely denied that death 
which alone makes salvation ne- 
cessary. 

It is presumed, however, that 
your motive in quoting this text, 
is not mistaken; but not feeling 
particularly injured thereby, and 
having made these remarks, I am 
disposed to leave the matter to 
your own reflections; only ob- 
serving, that it brought to my 
mind the circumstances of a ser- 
mon from that text by a coloured 
man, in West-Rutland, Vt., { 
which discourse, if we are to 
judge from the number of im- 
pressions it has received from the 
press, is thought very highly of 
by those who believe in a limited 
salvation; but which, whatever 
traits of wit it may be thought to 
contain, is wholly destitute of 
either sound sense or good ar- 
gument: and it was with extreme 
regret, sir, that I had the morti- 





= 


+ Rev, Mr. Haynes, 





a ae 
org tiene: - ge pe fo — " 


ae 





; . 4 
Bs 
y. » 
ta 
: % 
* 
: 








EE IRCA ast on Te MO 
aa ed x 


2 ante a 
Septet: feet 
LR as ae ARS 6 aera ie 
a 
hee. 
aia ns 
i RENE Ps _— 
— BO te - i ‘ _ wd 


+ tee 


ca 
why ee 


Pg 
a 


cathe tin, fet eee 








———. - 
—_ 
- 


oS fs se 
ee Pee ” 
~ GO Bae —_ 
nal =F —=S 


i 
: = 


a 
ee 
2 ee” 








+e 


Bae 2 


OO Se oem Ta 





84 Berean Society. 


fication to see a respectable cler- 
cyman resort to similar means to 
support what he may really be- 
lieve to be the truth. 

If, sir, 1 have misrepresented 
any thing in point of fact, I can 
assure you that it is not intended, 
and should be happy to be set 
right. If I have omitted any 
thing which will set your conduct 
in a more favourable light, it will 
be received with pleasure, as I 
should be very sorry to report the 
circumstances more to your dis- 
advantage than the facts will jus- 
tify; and lest this might be 
thought to be the case, [ have 
thought proper to write to you 
on the subject. 

If you think proper to answer 
this letter, as I hope you will, 
please to direct tie answer to me 
m Fhiladelphia; and believe me, 
sir, to be your sincere friend, 
and, as 1 should be happy to add, 
brother, in the bonds of the gos- 
pel. 

ABNER KNEELAND, 
No, 58, Chesnut street. 
Rev. Mr. Taylor. 

P. 8S. You will perceive by 
the date that this has been writ- 
ten some time, but being engaged 
in preaching almost every day, I 
have had no time to copy it 
till this morning, (Sept. Sth). 
Should you reply by the 23d in- 
stant, it will be as soon as 1 shall 
be in Philadelphia to receive 
your answer. A. K. 


mee 


Berean Society. 
(Continued from page 53.) 


During the absence of the 
Editor, to attend the General 
Convention of _ Universalists, 
the discussiou of the subject of 


{future punishment, excepting a | 








few desultory remarks, prd- 
gressed but very little more than 
what was published in our last. 
On 'Fuesday evening, Septem. 
ber 26th, Mr. B., who has led 
in the argument, principally, on 
the side of future punishment, 
attempted to reply to what was 
published in our last, as also 
to observations which had been 
made relative to the subject, and 
which have not been published. 
He prudently avoided the at- 
tempt, however, to detect any 
error in point of fact, excepting 
the propriety of considering the 
tares (Matt. xiii. 37—43.) de- 
generated wheat, which had been 
stated on the authority of Dr. 
Adam Clarke. But he appeal- 
ed to no authority on which he 
grounded his objection. Dr. 
Campbell, who is also followed 
by Scarlett, renders the word, 


darnel, which he defends by cri- | 


tical remarks. He adds, ** Now 
as it cannot be the tare that is 
meant, it is highly probable that 
it is the darnel, in latin lolium, 
namely that species called by 
botanists temulentum, which 
grows among corn, not the /o- 
lium perenne, commonly called 
ray, and corruptly rye-grass, 
which grows in meadows * ** 
* * * Those who render it 
cockle are as far from the truth 
as the common version. ‘The 
only Eng. translation in which 
I have found the word darnel is 
Mr. Wesley’s.” Thus Dr. 
Campbell. But whatever we 
are to understand by :Zavias 
zizania, Whether tares or darnel, 
as they are to be burnt, they 
furnish no evidence of punish- 
ment after death. Those who 
do iniquity may weep and gnash 
their teeth previous to death ; 
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but only let their tongues be stif- ff this 


fened in death, and their eyes 
will cease te weep ; neither will 
their teeth denote the least pos- 
sible anguish. Butenough has 
been said on this part of the 
subject. 

In speaking of the flaming 
fire in which the Lord Jesus will 
descend from Heaven, ( 2. Thes. 
i. 8.) it was remarked that the 
Apostle says, ** Our Ged is a 
consuming fire :”? but as this fire 
will not consume or injure the 
Lord Jesus, so, unless we pos- 
sess something which ought to 
be destroyed, it will have no 
more effect upon us than it will 
on him: from which it was se- 
riously asked by Mr. B., wheth- 
er the text did not read, ** God 
out of Christ is a consuming 
fire !’—which being answered 
in the negative, accompanied 
with a remark that we had no 
account in the scriptures that 
God is ever out of Christ, it was 
asked by another whether it did 
not mean that while the sinner 
was out of Christ, God is to him 
a consuming fire, and whether 
there is not a passage that reads 
to this effect?) This was also 
answered in the negative. It 
was also noticed that the Apos- 
tle says, (Heb. xii. 29.) “ Our 
God is a consuming fire ;”? that 
is, the God of the Apostles 
themselves ; and no one can sup- 
pose that the Apostles were out 
of Cnrist! Much more was said 
in a desultory way,.on both 
sides ; but, as no advance was 
made in the main argument, we 
pass it here. 

On Tuesday evening (October 
the second,) Mr. B. closed his 
arguments in support of the doc. 
‘rine of future and eternal pun- 


ishment ; (for he hid not divide | 











said that the doctrine of a future 
limited punishment was more in- 
consistent if possible than the 
doctrine of universal salvation.) 
Ife occupied the floor more than 
two hours, of course there was 
no opportunity to reply to him 
that evening. We shall notice 
his principal arguments (as the 
matter is wanted for the press) 
anticipating the formal reply 
which will be given before this 
number is published. 

We shall have no occasion, 
however, to go over the whole 
ground occupied by Mr. B&.; 
and in order to condense our re- 
marks as mnch as possible, we 
shall lay out of the question 
such observations as have no 
particular bearing on the sub- 
ject before us, in some of whick 
we should perfectly agree with 
Mr. B., and in others not ; and, 
believing that the crowded audi- 
ence, who heard them, will be 
able to give them all their due 
weight, we shall passthem with- 
out further notice here. But 
while in this way we shall be 
able to dispense with more than 
one half of the laboured argu- 
ments of Mr. B., we do not mean 
to pass unnoticed a single argu- 
ment, which, in our opinion, can 
be of any weight, or has any 
thing to do with the suiject in 
debate. 

We have been able to collect 
the following particulars, which 
we state, not in Mr. B’s own 
words, but as the substance of 
his arguments, which were tak- 
en down atthe time; and on 
which, we shall make our re- 
marks as we pass along. 

«* T, God, although lie is ac- 
knowledged to be love, cannot 
promote the geod of Iris crex 


part of the question, but= 
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tures any further than is consis- 
tent with his own glory 
dherefore he must punish sin- 
ners after death ; not for fhe:r 
good, but for his own and the 
good of his kingdom.” 

~ Reply —Here, we acknow- 
Jedge the premises, but deny the 
conclusion : that is, we acknow- 
ledge that God cannot, consis- 
tently with his nature, promote 
the good of his creatures any 
further than is consistent with 
his own glory—but then, we 
deny that God has any glory 
(as no such glory is revealed) 
mcompatible with the best good 
of all his creatures. Such glo- 
ry, if it exist at all, is more 
compatible with the glory of ty- 
rants than with the glory of that 
Being who is good to all and 
whose tender mercies are over 
all his works. 

“© 2. As the law of Cod is 
eternal, so he must punish the 
transgressor, who shall die im- 
penitent, eternally.” 

Reply. “The degree of pun- 
ishment is not measured by the 
infinitude of the law, but is adap- 
ted to the nature of the crime, 
and with a view to the good that 
is to be effected thereby. Ifthe 
punishment must be eternal be- 
cause the law is eternal, it would 
destroy all proportion in crimes. 
If it be contended that ali pun- 
ishment may be infinite in du- 
ration, but not infinite in degree; 
this would be arguing (accor- 
ding to the proposition) that the 
Jaw is infinite only in duration, 
and not in degree—and if the 
law may be considered finite in 
one sense, Why notin another? 

‘3. God must punish the 


wicked out of love to the righ- 
teous.” 











Reply. So far as punishment 
is necessary for the reformation 
of the wicked this argument is 
good, but no further. Some 
good must be effected by the 
punishment, more than the sup- 
posed glory of God, or else such 
punishment cannot be the effect 
of love to the righteous. We 
ask what is the proposed good 
that is to be effected by the end- 
less missery of those who may 
be supposed to die impenitent? 
Is it for their good! No! Isit 
for the happiness of the saints! 
Saints would revolt at such an 
idea! Is it for the glory of God? 
By such relentless cruelty the 
glory of any being would be 
greatly tarnished, if not wholly 
obliterated ! 

“©4. Salvation is not of jus- 
tice, but of Grace.” 

Reply. We acknowledge that 
salvation is all of pure grace; 
though we think it not contrary 
to strict justice, as God is 4 
just God, as well as a Saviour. 
It has often been said that all 
that Christ did was only to open 
away for the salvation of sin- 
ners &c. and not absolutely to 
save them. This Hopkinsian 
system we shall not explain 
here, as it has no particular 


bearing on the subject beforeus. 
If salvation be all of grace, and | 
that grace, impartial, why should | 


it not extend to all as well as to 
any? And as it is admitted that 
grace does something more than 
barely to give sinners an Op 
portunity to save themselves, oF 
to accept or reject a salvation 
provided for them, (as admitted 
by both Calvinists and Hopki0- 
sians,) we shall add nothing 
more here on this subject. 


Mr. B., inthe next place, cot | 
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sidered several passages of 
scripture on which Universalists 
build their doctrine. 

Rev. v. 13. In relation to 
this text Mr. B. laid great stress 
on the words out of every kin- 
dre! &c. as mentioned in verse 
9, which see: buthe did not ob- 
serve that those who were re- 
deemed ‘* out of every kindred, 
and tongue, and people, and na- 
tion,’ were made unto God 
“kings and priests,” and were 
to reign—where?—* on the 
earth !?’?——not in heaven! Now 
kings must have subjects, or 
they would not be kings, and 
priestsimust have people, or else, 
to whom, or for whom could 
they minister? This therefore 
shows that those who were re- 
deemed out of every kindred &c. 
do not constitute all the redeem- 
ed. 

What John saw in vision, Mr. 
}}. said was only the introduction 
of the gospel, and the rejoicing 
was on that account. Admitting 
this to be the fact, could not 
John see in vision all that should 
ever be benefited by the gospel ? 
Yes, most assuredly, for the 
vision was of things to come, as 
well as of things that were pre- 
sent. Would the gospel, after 
all, have given such universal 
Joy y if but a few were ultimatel 
to be saved by it! We think not. 
But Mr. B. was a little mistaken 
in saying that this was the first 
gospel sermon ever preached ex- 
cept the one preached in the gar- 
den, when God said that the seed 
of woman should bruise the ser- 
pent’s head : it seems that he had 
entirely forgotton that sermon 
which God preached to Abra- 
ham, (Gal. ii}. 8,) saying, ‘In 
thee shall all nations be blessed.” 
Now, if John saw in vision all 








nationg blessed in Abraham, or 
rather in the seed of Abraham, 
‘‘ which is Christ,” (Gal. iii. 16,) 
what is the reason that he could 
not also hear in vision every crea- 
ture praising God ! 

Luke xx. 36. ‘‘ Neither can 
they die any more, for they are 
equal unto the angels, and are 
the children of God, being the 
children of the resurrection.” 
See also Matt. xxii. 29. It was 
said that there had been some 
cavilling about this text at a for- 
mer meeting: but we see no oc- 
casion for any, neither have we 
been convinced that there was 
any. It was not necessary for 
Christ, in answer to the Saddu- 
cees, to say whether all men 
should be raised or not; if liis an- 
swer was sufficiently broad, as to 
embrace the seven brethren and 
the woman also, it was broad 
enough to answer his purpose, 
His answer contains important 
facts relative to the doctrine of 
the resurrection; and we must 
appeal to other seriptures to 
know whether all mankind shall 
be raised or not. But, even 
should it be admitted (which we 
do not admit) that some shall 
not be found worthy to obtain 
that world and the resurrection 
of the dead, it would not prove 
a punishment after death, but 
rather that those who are unwor- 
thy, as they rise not, have per. 
ished, (1 Cor. xv. 18,) the same 
as all who die would have done 
if there had been no resurrection 
of the dead. How this, there- 
fore, “‘incontestibly proves the 
doctrine of future punishment,” 
as was said by Mr. B., is not per- 
ceived. 

The Jews dying in their sins, 
as mentioned John viii. 24, was 
brought by Mr, B, asan objection 
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against the salvation ofall Israel, 
because Christ said, ‘‘ Whi- 
ther I go, ye cannot come.” But 
it should have been recollected 
that Christ also said ‘“‘ No man 
can come unto me except the 
Father, which hath sent me, 
draw him: and I will raise him 
up at the last day.” (John vi. 44.) 
And that he said the same to his 
disciples, (John xiii, 33—86.) 
“© Ye shall seek me: and as I said 
unto the Jews, Whither I go, ye 
cannot come; so now I say to 
you.—Simon Peter said unto 
him, Lord, whither goest thou ! 
Jesus answered him, Whither I 
go thou canst not follow me now; 
but thon shalt follow me after- 
wards.” When every eye shall 
see Jesus, and they also who 
pierced him, (Rev. i. 7.) then 
the Jews may be drawn to 
Christ; and even those who died 
in their sins may be drawn to him, 
being raised up at the last day. 
In explaining the subject of 
the general resurrection, and try- 
ing to reconcile Paul’s account 
(1 Cor. xv.) witu a particular spi- 
ritual resurrection, in Christ, cun- 


fined to the righteous, Mr. B. | 


was asked how he could reconcile 
the facts that all men were made 
alive im Christ, and raised in glo- 
ry, and yet that any should be 
subject to punishment? This he 
said he had answered before. 
But as this did not satisfy the in- 
quirer, he attempted it again: 
but in this he utterly failed. For 
he was obliged to admit that the 
apostle spake of all mankind in 
verse 22; ‘For as in Adam all 
die; even so in Christ shall all be 
made alive;” and he could not 
show that the subject was limit- 
ed any where in the chapter to 
the righteous, or to a part of the 
dead. This he attempted to do. 











however, by saying that the apog- 
tle was writing to his brethren 
only, and therefore what was true 
of them might not be true of al! 
men. But the fallacy of this ar- 
gument will appear at once, 
‘For as in Adam all die:” did 
Paul mean any more than his 
brethren, the righteous, or not? 
“Therefore let no man glory in 
men: for all things are yours— 
and ye are Christ's; and Christ 
is God's,” (1 Cor. iii. 21—28). 
Does the apostle speak of any 
but his brethren, or not? ‘The ex- 
pression ‘‘no man,” in the nega- 
tive, is as universal as ‘‘ all men,” 
in the positive; and by what rule 
of logic can they be limited to be- 
lievers in general, much less to 
the brethren at Corinth? 

At length Mr. B. came to his 
third and Jast proposition, which 
was to prove the doctrine of fu- 
ture punishment. 

His first argument was predi- 
cated on the two characters, 
which the scripture from begin- 
ning to end holds up to view, the 
righteous and the wicked, which 
he said were as “ different as hea- 
ven and hel!.” 

We admit the two characters; 
though it must be remembered 
that Christ ‘came not to call the 
righteous, but sinners to repent- 
ance.” “The rightiousnessof God 
is unto all; and upon all them that 
believe; for there is no difference, 
for all have sinned and come 
short of the glory of God.” Rom. 
ii. 22, 23. The righteous re- 
ceive the blessing, and are saved; 
the wicked are under the curse, 


| and are in a state of moral death, 


for “to be carnally minded 1s 
death.” But they are subjects of 
salvation; and unless it were p0s- 
sible for one of these characters 
to pass to the other, how could 
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any pass from death unto life, or 
in other words, how can a sinner 
be saved? The wickedness of the 
character therefore does not pre- 
vent any one from salvation; as 
it did not prevent the salvation 
of Saul of Tarsus, afterwards, 
St. Paul. 

The Jews dying in their sins 
was again brought up by Mr. 
B. as certain proof of a punish- 
ment after death. But this does 
not necessarily follow; because, 
ist. We do not know as Christ 
spake of natural death; but rather 
a death occasioned by unbelief; 
such as Paul experienced, when, 
as he said, ** the commandment 
came, sin revived, and I died.” 
Why might not the death of the 
Jews, occasioned by unbelief, be 
similar to that of Paul, occasi- 
oned by sin? Thesin of the lat- 
ter might also be occasioned by 
unbelief, for he says ‘‘I did it 
ignorantly and in unbelief.” 
(1. Tim. i. 13.) Or if, 2d. Christ 
spake of natural death, “ He 
that is dead isfreed d:dsxnararas 
is justified) from sin.”? (Rom. 
vi. 7.) Now when a person is 
either freed, or justified from 
sin, for what is he to be punish- 
ed: For sin? No! 

Matt. xii. $1. Mark iii. 29. 
The blasphemy against the Ho- 
ly Ghost. Much was said in 
regard to this sin in order to 
prove future punishment ;but all 
to no purpose ; because it is ve- 
ry evident that nothing is said 
respecting it which alludes to a 
future state of existence. This 
sin was rather charged upon the 
Jews as a nation, than to any 
one or more of them, as indivi- 
duals, in their individual capa- 
city. Hencé Christ says, as 
recorded by Matthew. “ It will 


not be forgiven him, either in 
VOL. 1, 


a 











this, or in the future age.” No 
reference to eternity whatever. 
And as recorded by Mark, he 
says, ** but whosoever will blas- 
pheme against the Holy Spirit 
hath not remission to the age: 
but is liable to zonian punish- 
ment.” This is Scarlett’s trans- 
lation, which is literally accor- 
ding to the Greek. The words 
to the age, however, are wanting 
in some copies ; and in regard 
to the word punishment, the co- 
pies vary : the received text has 
it judgment, or condemnation ; 
but some copies, equally authen- 
tic, has if stn; and some punish- 
ment. See Griesbach. The 
rendering of the passage, “ hath 
never forgiveness,’ as in the 
common version, is not correct 
it should be, hath not, that is 
hath nof now forgiveness, or re- 
mission, (if the words to the age 
are to be added they have the 
same meaning as the future age 
in Matthew,) but is liable to 
a long indefinite period (for so 
the word «io»:s here signifies) 
xerrewns of judgment. ‘This 


judgment, or condemnation, 


the Jews have been labouring 
under, ever since they rejected 
the Messiah, and will probably 
continue in the same condition 
till the fulness of the Gentiles 
be come in; when out of Sion 
shall come the deliverer &c. and 
so all Israel shall be saved.— 
These ages and periods of time 
evidently show that the subject 
alludes to the living Israel and 
not to the Israelites that are 
dead. The same Israel exists 
now which existed in the days 
of Jesus, though not composed 
of the same individuals, and if 
the Jews should ever be gather- 


ed in, together with the fulness” 


! of the Gentiles, and of the twain 
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one new man be made, so mak- 
ing peace, it will completely 
fulfill the prophecies concerning 
both, without any regard to 
either Jews or Gentiles which 
are dead. There is no good 
reason to believe therefore, that 
the eave xerrews ayelasting 
judgment, heve spoken of, has the 
least reference to a future state 
of existence, that is, to a period 
after natural death. 

Heb. x. 26. 27. “ For, if we 
sin wilfully after we have recei- 
ved the knowledge of the truth 
&c.°’ See the text. Here it 
mi»: be sufficient to apply the 
argumentof Mr. B., in another 
case, ‘If we sin wilfully.” 
The apostle was addressing 
believeis like himself, such as 
were sanctified by the blood of 
the covenant, see verse 29, and 
it is such ones that must endure 
thi. orer punishment; forsuch 
there remaineth ‘© a_ certain 
fearful looking for of judgment 
and fiery indignation.” If this 
subject should occasion any 
alarm, therefore, it is the belie- 
yer and regenerate who ought 
to be alarmed. But where is 
the occasion of alarm? what 
will this fire do‘ Answer: de- 
vour the adversaries! And who 
will be injured by the adversa- 
ries’ being devoured? None! 
They are all vessels of wrath 
fitted only for destruction! The 
question, therefore, is, what are 
we to understand by the adver- 
saries ? whether these adversa- 


-Yries will be devoured before, at, 


or after death? and if after death 
whether their destruction can 
be considered any punishment 
to those who have sinned, as 
Mentioned in the text ? Let the 
Othe -uestions be answered as 
they may, the latter question 








| must, we think, be auswered in 


the negative. 

Johnv. 28. All that arein 
the graves shall hear his voice 
&c.”’ See the text. 

This, it was contended, must 
refer to the general resurrection 
&c. when some shall come forth 
to condemnation, or damnation, 
and therefore it must be a con- 
demnation, to say the least, after 
death. This we should admit, 
provided the text reiers to a li- 
teral resurrection of the dead; 
though in this case it would not 
necessarily follow that the con- 
demnation will be any thing 
more than What every one ex- 
periences, who has done evil, 
when, like Saul of Tarsus, he is 
brought to the knowledge of the 
truth: for the light of divine 
truth always did, and always 
will condemn those who have 
done evil. But, after all, there 
is no occasion of giving the text 
this construction. ‘That Christ 
did not mean those who were 
naturally dead, by ‘ the dead,” 
in verse 25, is evident, and has 
been admitted by Mr. B.; why 
then should we understand li- 
teral graves by “ the graves,” 
in verse 28? As proof that these 
graves may be construed other- 
wise than literal, we will re- 
fer to Ezekiel xxxvii. 12—14. 
“Thus saith the Lord God, 
Behold, O my people, I will 
open your graves, and cause you 
to come up out of your graves, 
and bring you into the land of 
Israel, and ye shall know that 
I am the Lord, when I have 
opened your graves, O my peo- 
ple, and brought you up out of 
your graves. And _ shall put 
my spirit in you, and ye shall 
live ; and I shall place you i 
your own land : then shall y? 
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know that I the Lord have spo- 
ken it, and performed it, saith 
the Lord.” Are the graves 
spoken of here to be understood 
in a literal, or figurative sense ‘ 
No one will contend for their 
literal import: and that Christ 
sometimes used lauguage equal- 
ly figurative, is very obvious.— 
See John vi. 48—57. “ Except 
ye eat the flesh and drink the 
blood of the sonof man ye have 
no life in you:” (verse 53.) Here 
is language equally figurative 
even should it be admitted that 
the graves spoken of in the text 
are nothing more than that 
state of mental blindness into 
which the Jews are now Cast ; 
and happy indeed would it be 
for us if this blindnes was limi- 
ted to the Jews alone. 

_ Rev. xx. 11—15. See the text. 
This was brought as a parallel 
text with John v. 28, to which 
we have no objection ; and there- 
fore it will admit ofa similar 
explanation, and may be con- 
strued either in a literal or figu- 
rative sense. But whatever 
may be the construction of the 
terms, the casting of death and 
hell into the lake of fire, which 
is the second death, must be the 
destruction of death and _ hell. 
This is agreeable to what we 
read (Hos. xiii. 14.)  O death, 
{ will be thy plagues; O hades, 
‘hell) I will be thy destruction; 
repentance shall be lid from 
mine eyes.” Now why is 2225, 
hell or the grave to be destroy- 
ed? Because God says I will 
vansom them from the power of 
hades, I will redeem them from 
death.” When death and ha- 


des shall deliver up the dead 
which are in them, then their 
numerous Captives shall be re- 
deemed ; and furthermore, the 








places of their captivity being 
destroyed, they are not to be 
returned there again. But it 
is also said, ** Whosoever («: 71s, 
if any one) was not found writ- 
ten in the book of life was cast 
(he was cast) into the lake of 
fire;’’ and is not this a punish- 
ment after death ? Answer. This 
will depeud very much on the 
time when they are cast into 
the fire, whether before death, 
or after ; if before death, it will 
destroy or take away their na- 
tural lives ; that is all—anc if it 
be after death, it will not harm 
them at all! But if those who 
shall not be found written in the 
book of life are mere metaphori- 
cal beings, which is most proba- 
bly the case, then this isa bold 
but sublime figure, to represent 
their destruction. And this is 
the most that can be rationally 
said respecting those, if any 
there be, who shail not be found 
written in the book of life. They 
answer to the adversaries spo- 
ken of Heb. x. 27. 

Matt. xxiii. 15. “ Two-fold 
more the childof hell than your 
selves.”? See the text. It was 
really surprising to see this text 
brought as proof of punishment 
after death ; and it was really 
amusing to hear the observa- 
tions respecting it. Mr. 6B. 
said that it might be contended 
that hell here meant Aades, and 
undertook to ridicule the idea 
of any person’s being two-fold 
more the child of the grave than 
others ; since the good, as well 
as the bad were tenements of the 
grave. Here we wish to spare 
the feelings of Mr. B. as much 
as we can, consistantly with 
truth ; and in so doing we shall 
imitate him who had compassion 
on the ignorant and those out of 
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ihe way. It is indeed no crime 
to be ignorant, if it be accom- 
panied with modesty and a wil- 
lingness to be instructed: but 
having been previously corrected 
in several similar mistakes, we 
should have thought that Mr. B. 
would have been taught to be 
more cautious. The word in 
the original in this text is not 
aons hades; neither has it any 
relation to the grave whatever : 
Jesus, in this very chapter, 
verse 33, says tu the “ Scribes 
and Pharisees,” whom he calls 
“hypocrites!” ‘‘ Ye serpents, 
ye brood of vipers! how can ye 
escape the judgment of Gehen- 
na?” and in verse 15, hesays to 
the same people, “ Ye traverse 
sea and land, to make one pro- 
selyte: and when he becomes 
such ye make him doubly more 
a child of Gehenna than your- 
selves.”” See Scarlett’s trans- 
lation. Now what was the 
‘* judgment of Gehenna ?’”’ It 
might be that of being stoned 
and the carcass left unburied, 
exposed to shame and contempt, 
until it should be burnt in the 
fire; or else, it might be that of 
being burned alive, in Gehenna: 
a place as well known in Judea, 
as the penitentiary is in this ci- 
ty. Supposing that we should 
say of some convert at the pre- 
sent day, that his teachers made 
him doubly more a child of the 
gallows thanthemselves: should 
we be misunderstood ? Certain- 
ly not. And the passage under 
consideration is equally plain. 
We will therefore set this text 
down: with the one which was 
so seriously asked whether it 
did not read * God out of 
Christ is a consuming fire!” 
Only let the scriptures be read 


as they should be, and some of J 


} 








their most serious difficulties 
would be obviated atonce. _ 

Matthew xxvi. 24. “It had 
been good for that man, if he had 
not been born.” Here Mr. B. ta- 
boured hard, and with much as- 
surance too, to show that Judas 
was not only punished after 
death, but eternally, otherwise 
what Christ said of him could 
not have been true. 

But it will be perceived that 
his whole argument was predi- 
cated on the supposition that it 
would have been better for Judas 
if he had not had a being ; that 
is, if he had never existed ! But 
even putting the most unfavour- 
able construction on the text that 
can be, this is not the fact.— 
Christ proposes a good for Judas, 
which pre-supposes the existence 
of Judas, whether he was born or 
not, otherwise there could have 
been nothing good for Judas. 
Suppose his mother had been his 
grave, might he not still exist, 
and, being raised in glory, pos- 
sess a glorious immortality ? We 
do not, however, offer this as 
the true meaning of the passage, 
but only to do away the force ot 
the argument of Mr. B., which 
was evidently predicated on a 
wrong construction of the text. 
We should read the passage 
thus ; ‘‘ Indeed the son of man 
goeth as it is written of him: but 
alas! for that man by whom the 
son of man is delivered up; 
good were it for him, if that man 
was not born.” The latter clause 
of the text is ambiguous ; it 
stands in the original thus : 
xaAoy Hy aUTwW, Es OVX evyevynen 
6 tvOpwmros Exerves: and will ad- 
mit of the following construc- 
tions. ‘‘Good were it for him 
(the son of man) if that man 
(the traitor) was not born.” Or. 
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“good were it for him (the trai- 
tor) if that man (the son of man) 
was not born.” Or, lastly, what 
js more likely to be correct, 
though not quiteso literal, ““good 
were it for him (the traitor) if he 
was not born that man.” But to 
say that “it would have been 
good for that man not to have 
had a being,” is a conrtruction 
totally inadmissible. ‘The words 
oux evevyndy cannot, with any 
propriety, be rendered “had ne- 
ver been born ;” but simply ‘‘was 
not born ;” that is, “‘ was not aé 
that time born.” We have the 
same construction of the verb 
Acts, vil. 20. "Ev w xaiew evyevynds 
Mwons, At which time Moses 
was born. The only dif- 
ference between the two passa- 
ges is, one is in the affirmative, 
and the other in the negative; 
which is done by prefixing the 
negative particle ovx, to the verb, 
which signifies not, and that on- 
ly. 

“Mr. Simpson observes,” as 
stated in a note in the improved 
version of the New Testament, 
“that itis a proverbial manner 
of expressing the miserable si- 
tuation of any person: therefore 
it must not be interpreted lite- 
rally. It is thus used by both 
sacred and profane authors: it is 
often found in the Talmudical 
writers. See Wolfius, Lightfoot, 
Grotius, and Albertus, who pro- 
duce several instances of ismilar 
phrases.” See also Jer. xx. 14 
—I18. “ Cursed be the day 
wherein 1 was born....Cursed be 
the man who brought tidings to 
my father, saying, A man child 
is born unto thee....because he 
slew me not from the womb; or 
that my mother might have been 
my grave. Wherefore came I 
ferth out of the wom to see la- 











bour and sorrow, that my days 
should be consumed with shame?” 
Eccl. iv. 2, 3. ‘* Wherefore } 
praised the dead which are al- 
ready dead more than the living 
which are yet alive. Yea, better 
is he than both they, which hath 
not yet been, who hath not seein 
the evil work that is done under 
the sun.” Job also cursed his 
day, and said (Job iii. 3, 11, 13,) 
«Let the day perish wherein I 
was born.... Why died [ not from 
the womb? [or now should I 
have been still aud quiet, I 
should have slept: then had I 
been at rest.” Here we see that 
pious Job would have preferred 
death in the womb to what he 
then endured, without the least 
reference to a resurrection state, 
or to any comfort beyond this life 
but rest and quiet sleep. 

Something unfavourable to 
Judas was inferred from Acts i. 
25. “That he might go to his 
own place.” 

That Judas has gone to his 
own, or proper place, we have 
no doubt; but who is authorized 
to say that that place is a place 
of torment? In Mait. xix. 28, 
Christ says, ‘‘ Ye who have ac- 
companied me in the regenera~ 
tion, when the son of man sitteth 
on the throne of his glory, weil 
also sit upon twelve thrones, as 
judges of the twelve tribes ot 


Israel.” See Wakefield. Now, 


who is authorized to say that 
Judas, being one of the twelve, 
to whom this promise was made, 
shall be robbed of his place in 
the kingdom of Christ? But it 
it should be said that Ma‘thias 
was elected to supply his place ; 
it may be answered, that be was 
elected to supply his place on 
earth, not in heaven. Should it 


be eoyntended that the aposties 
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will not be judges in heaven; 
then let Judas, with the remain- 
der of the twelve, rest until the 
resurrection, for in what sense 
were any of them, more than Ju- 
das, judges on earth ? But, in 
regard te this supposed place of 
Judas - let us look at the text 
again. Scarlett renders th: pas- 
sage thus: “Thou, Lord, who 
knowest the hearts of all, shew 
which of these two thou hast 
chosen, to take a part of this mi- 
nistry, and go into the proper 
place of the apostleship, from 
which Judas by transgression 
fell.” ‘Phis, we ac knowledge, is 
not a literal translation: but it 
seems more likely to be the 
meaning of the apostle than any 
other we have seen; for the 
apostles were not inquiring what 
had become of Judas, but whom 
the Lord bad chosen, or would 
choose to supply the place. In 
justification of rendering tov idve» 
the proper, instead if his own, 
we refer to verse 19, of the same 
chapter ; as also to 1 Cor. vii. 73 
where the same word is thus ren- 
dered. 

From the above facts it plain- 
ly appears that there is nothing 
said in the scriptures concerning 
Judas which will prove a pun- 
ishment after death. 

The last text which Mr. B. 
brought as proof of future pun- 
ishment was Rev. xxii. 11, which 
see, together with the context. 

Nothing need be said in reply 
to this text, because there is not 
even the shadow of evidence of 
its having any reference to a fu- 
ture state of existence. ‘‘ Seal 
not up the words of the prophe- 
cy of this book: for the time is 
near.” What time’? The time of 
the commencement of their ful- 
fulment. “He that is unjust, 








let him be unjust still, &c. And, 
behold, I come quickly and my 
reward is with me, to give every 
man according as his work shall 
be.’ We have before proved 


that the coming of Christ to re. 


ward men according to their 
works was soon to follow his 
public ministry. - See Matt. xvi. 
27, 28. Neither is it possible 
that the word séill, which is the 
only word in the text expressive 
of time, should imply an unalter- 
able condition. It never has this 
meaning in any case whatever; 
but only meaus for the present, 
or the time being. Much stress 


was laid by Mr. B. on the day of 


probation which sinners are sup- 
posed to have, which, when run 
out, leaves man in an unaltera- 
ble condition; but as this is a 
subject respecting Which the 
scriptures are entirely silent, it 
needs no reply whatever. 

We might appeal to scripture 
which seems to express the un- 
alterable condition of man much 
more clear and forceable than 
the text under consideration, and 
yet it leaves no difficulty on the 
mind whatever. See Hosea i. 9, 
10. ti. 23. “Ye are not my 
people, and I will not be your 
God. Yet the number of the 
children of Israel shall be as the 
sand of the sea, which cannot be 
measured nor numbered: and if 
shall come to pass, that in the 
place where it was said unte 
them, Ye are not my people. 
there it shall be said unto them. 


- Yearethe sons of the living God 


A little before it is said, vers 


6, “I will no more have mere) © 


upon the house of Israel: but ! 
will utterly take them away; 
but it is. said, in verse U, 
“Then shall the children of ~ 
dah and the children of 
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je gathered tegether, and ap- 
point themselves one head, and 
they shall come up out of the 
land: for great shall be the day 
ef Jezreel.” 

If it be objected that all this 
relates to time, and to things 
which shall take place on the 
earth, it is admitted; and we 
have only to say that the pas- 
sage under consideration, as 
well as most, if not the whole of 
the book of Revelation, as much 
relates to time, and either to 
what has taken place, or else to 
what will take place on the earth, 
as any thing related in the pro- 
phecies: and this is agreed to by 
all commentators on the subject. 
See Dr. Towers, on the prophe- 
cies, Who has written largely on 
the book of Revelation, and quo- 
ted many learned authors on the 
suvject. After quoting Rev. vii. 
J—i7, he says, “That it (this 
description)is to be understood of 
a state of things in this world, I 
am perfectly ready to admit ; and 
acknowledge the force of Vit- 
ringa’s observation, that we are 
admonished of this, because the 
expressions employed here are 
perfectly similar to those, by 
which the Hebrew prophets had 
pointed the future condition of 
the Christian Church.” In agree- 
ment with this opinion, he states 
in a note, the names of Grotius, 
Hamond, Mede, More, Vitringa, 
Goodwin, Whiston, Jurieu, Pyle, 
Daubuz, and Sir I. Newton. 

‘Thus we have gone through 
with all the evidence adduced 
by Mr. B. in support of punish- 
ment after death, and have found, 
as we think, not only that it is 
all capable of being reconciled 
with a contrary hypothesis, but 
that it is totally insufficient to 
prove the fact: and it has. been 








admitted by our opponents, and 
by Mr. B. himself, that, unless 
the doctrine can be proved on 
their part, we are periectly ex- 
cusable for not believing it. 

Mc. B. spoke of the tendency 
of the doctrine; and argued, 
that, as it takes off all restraint 
from the sinner, there is nothing 
to lead him to repentance. Here 
Mr. B. has entirely mistaken 
the true ground and cause ot 
evangelical repentance. 'The fear 
of hell is no cause of true re- 
pentance. The most it can de 
is to restrain the sinner frona 
overt acts of sin: but it gives 
him no motive to change the 
heart, neither can it alter his 
disposition. But Mr. B. seems 
to despise the riches of the good- 
ness, forbearance, and long-suf- 
fering of God; “not knowing 
that the goodness of God leadeth 
to repentance.” (See Rom. ni. 
4.) Now, if it be the goodness 
of God that leadeth sinners to 
repentance, then, they will never 
be brought to it through the 
fear of hell. Mr. B., in this part 
of his argument, grew very 
warm, and brought up circum- 
stances and personalities, which 
we forbear to mention; as we 
will not tarnish an argument hy 
descending to personalities, much 


less by disturbing the ashes of 


the dead! 

Mr. B. argued, that, in order 
to avoid future punishment, we 
must obtain an interest in Christ 
by faith and repentance. We 
argue, that, the interest we have 
in Christ is our only ground of 
faith; and the knowledge we 
have of that interest, and of the 
goodness of God in giving us 
such an interest, is that which 
leadeth us to true and evangeli- 
cal repentance. Mr. B. con- 
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fended that means must be 
shown, &c. We contend that 
means have been shown perfect- 
ly adequate to the end. When 
all are made alive in Christ, 


raised in incorruption, and in 


glory, then there shall be no 
more pain, sorrow or crying: 
the former things will then be 
passed away, and, behold, all 
things made new ! 

Before the meeting adjourned, 
afew remarks were made by an- 
other gentleman, on the same 
side of the question ; who took, 
however, different ground ; and, 
in effect, upset the greater part, 
if not all that the gentleman had 
said who preceded him in the 
argument. He wished to have 
it understood that the wicked 
would be punished in another 
world, not by any punishment 
inflicted by the Almighty, but 
only as the eflect of wickedness ; 
while the righteous would be 
rewarded only by or with the 
effect of righteousness. That 
the doctrine of election and re- 
probation was a doctrine he did 
not believe, &c. Now, notwith- 
standing the liberal sentiments 
of this gentleman, as we are 
sensible, are fast gaining ground, 
and among the most learned too, 
both in Europe and America, 
yet the gentleman must be sen- 
sible that they stand as directly 
opposed to Calvinism, which is 
still considered the orthodoxy of 
the day, as does the doctrine of 
Universalism. Yea, we should 
not object to the doctrine, in 
principle, at all; and it remain- 
eth for the gentleman to prove 
whether either the virtues or 
vices of men here, can produce 
any effect (that is, to the indivi- 
dual) beyond the period of this 
fe. 1 may be said that virtue 








enlarges the soul, and vice con- 
tracts it. Then, be it so; to this 
idea we have no objection: and 
should only say that one may be 
great, and the other ‘shall be 
called the least in the kingdom of 
heaven.” (Matt. v. 19.) 

We here close this lengthy 
discussion, and shall have no. 
thing further to offer on the sub- 
ject, unless something new can 
be brought up on the other side 
of the question; and we are now 
willing to rest the decision (until 
we shall know by experience for 
ourselves) with a candid and in- 
partial public. 

—_—_<>->— 
Mr. Editor, 

I have thought proper to send 
vou the following Obituary no- 
tice, from the Cooperstown Jour- 
nal, N. Y. that the bold and un- 
warrantable assertion of believers 
in endless misery, that ‘‘ Univer- 
salism will do very well to live 
by, but not to die oy,” may be 
again refuted. Here was an ami- 
able woman who found great 
consolation in the day of disease, 
and support in the hour of death. 

Gane 
OBITUARY. 

DIED, in this village, on the 
27th inst. (August,) Mrs. SARAH 
Munn, aged 60 years, wife of 
Mr. Joseph Munn. She sustain 
ed a long and paiufal illness, 
(occasioned by a Cancer under 
her left arm,) with the utmost 
fortitude and resignation, and 
died as she lived, a firm believer 
in Gon’s universal love. it may ~ 
be truly said of this excellent ” 
woman that she was a pattern of | 
piety and benevolence. Her death 
will long be lamented by an aget 
husband, two daughters, and a” 
extensive circle of relatives av4 
friends.—[ Cooperstown Jour. 
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From the Gospel Herald. 


AN APPEAL TO THE WORLD. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS. 

 ForI beheld, and there was no man; even 
among them, and there was no coun- 
cillor, that when I asked of them, couLp 
ANSWER A WORD. Behold, they are all 
vanity—their works are NoratnG.” Isa. 
xii. 28, 29. 


On Friday, August 31st a-committee of 
two members fiom th- Rev. Mr. Van Vel- 
san’s church, waited on me, with a request, 
that I would meet their pastor, Mr. Van V. 
on the Monday following, at his church in 
Broome-street, at 7 o’clock, P. M. for the 
purpose of discussing the question of the ex- 
tent of the Atonement, and defending the 
doctrine of the “ Restitution of all things,” 
against the attack which should be made at 
that time and place, by the Rev. gentleman 
aforesaid. I consented to meet him.—The 
time arrived. A tremendous hurricane ra- 
ged, and the church was filled notwithstand- 
ing the war of elements, the wreck of mat- 
ter and the crush of—buildings! A message 
arrived from Mr. Van V. informing the au- 
dience that, in consequence of the inclemen- 
cy of the weather, and his own indisposition, 
he could not attend; and they accordingly 
dispersed. The committee called on me af- 
ter the meeting was dismissed, and Friday 
evening, Sept. 7, was proposed. They a- 
greed to consultMr. Van V.,and inform me 
of his acceptance or the contrary, during the 
following day. Not hearing from them, 1 
ealled on Mr. Van V. on Wednesday, and 
he agreed to meet on Friday evening at 7 
o’clock, at his church, &e. This arrange- 
ment was made known, and circulated, in 
an almost unaccountable manner, through- 
eut the city, and in adjacent towns. 

On Friday at 1 o’elock, one of the com- 
mittee called, and informed me, that the 
€vening previous the church had met, and 
@ majority of the members decided that the 
ehurch should not be opened for the diseus- 
sion. He likewise stated, that “the Rev. Mr. 
Parkinson had sent word to them, and ad- 
vised them not to have any thing to do with 
the Universalists,” &e.* We repaired to 
Mr. Van V., who said that he had no econ- 
trol over his people, and could not oblige 
them to open the house. He declared that 
he would meet me in any large convenient 
——s which could be obtained, and pub- 

icly discuss the subject in question; and if 
no building convenient forthe purpose could 
meaty enced. be would meet in the open 

neld! I left him about 2 o’clock, P. M. and 
informed some of the friends of truth of the 
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ms Mr. Parkinson, we understand, has since 
— all interference whatever. Let it be 
= ; erstood, that it is our business to narrate 
acts, not to account for them! 








tr 


% 


decision of the members of Mr. Van V’s 
church, &e. They immediately applied for 
and obtained Tammany Hatt for that even- 
ing, and a gentleman started immediately for 
Mr. Van V’s house, to give him the neces- 
sary information. Mr. Van V. could not 
be found at his own house, nor at those of 
his friends, where it was said he had, in all 
probability retired. An effort was made by 
gentlemen from a distant town, (who had 
come to hear the discussion) about half past 
6 o’clock to find him, and persuade him to 
meet at Tammany Hall that evening. Their 
search proved fruitless. In the mean time, 
an admirer of the Rev. Mr. Van V., in com- 
pany with a believer in the restitution of all 
things, repaired to Tammany Hall, relin- 
quished the Hall for that evening, and a- 
creed for it on Wednesday evening follow~ 
ing, (the 12th inst.) the friend and advocate 
of Mr. V. pledging himself that Mr. Van V. 
should appear (sickness excepted) with his 
moderator,+ &c. Understanding, about 7 
o’clock, that a large concourse of people had 
assembled in Broome-street, in front of Mr. 
Van V.’s church, I went there, and informe 
ed them of the decision of Mr. Van ¥.’s 
people, that the church should not be open- 
ed, &c. I likewise informed them, that the 
meeting would take place at Tammany Hall 
on the Wednesday following, Ke. It is due 
our fellow-citizens to declare, that, notwith- 
standing the disappointment, good order and 
harmony prevailed throughout the crowd. 

On Saturday morning I learned that Mr. 
Van V. had declined a publie discussion.— 
On the evening of that day I waited upon 
him, and received from his mouth a decia- 
ration, that he would not meet in public in 
any manner whatever. He likewise declared, 
that he would meet me in private, in com- 
pany with twelve members of his church, 
and as many Universalists, and that the dis- 
cussion might be made public, if a majority 
thought proper. A competent Stenographer 
had been engaged from the first, and it was 
generally understood, that the discussion 
should be published to the world. 

On Tuesday evening (the 11thinst.) I cal- 
led on Mr. Van V. for the purpose of ma- 
king the necessary arrngements for a private 
discussion, and asking him if he would meet 
and discuss the subject in private, &c. re- 
ceived for answer, “I will not have any 
thing to dowith a Universalist.” 

Thus ends the word, repeatedly pledged, 
of a Calvinistic Clergyman ! Like a ghost, it 
dissolved into thin ar, and vanished! And 
we tell him, that had he beén true to his ap- 
pointment, his doctrine would have vanished. 
also ! 





* * The above needs no commentgs/but 
. ». 7 > 
is of itself a good comment on the pre g 


pages. 
Ed. 


+ This gentleman afterward redeemed his 
pledge, advising Mr. Van ¥. not to go to 
Tammany Hall ' 
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